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VORWORT ZUR ENGLISCHEN AUSGABE 

Kin theologisches Buch erhalt erst dadurch einen Flatz in 
der Weltlitteratur, dass es Deutsch und Englisch gelesen wer- 
den kann. Diese beiden Sprachen zusammen haben auf dem 
Gebiete der Wissenschaft vom Christenthum das Lateinische 
abgelost. Es ist mir daher eine grosse Freude, dass mein Lehr- 
buch der Dogmengeschichte in das Englische iibersetzt worden 
ist , und ich sage dem Uebersetzer sowie den Verlegern meinen 
besten Dank. 

Der schwierigste Theil der Dogmengeschichte ist ihr Anfang, 
nicht nur weil in dem Anfang die Keime fiir alle spateren Ent- 
wickelungen liegen, und daher ein Beobachtungsfehler beim 
Beginn die Richtigkeit der ganzen folgenden Darstellung bedroht, 
sondern auch desshalb, weil die Auswahl des wichtigsten Stoffs 
aus der Geschichte des Urchristenthums und der biblischen 
Theologie ein schweres Problem ist. Der Eine wird finden, dass 
ich zu viel in das Buch aufgenommen habe, und der Andere 
zu wenig — vielleicht haben Beide recht; ich kann dagegen nur 
anfilhren, dass sich mir die getroffene Auswahl nach wieder- 
holtem Nachdenken und Experimentiren auf s Neue erprobt hat. 

Wer ein theologisches Buch aufschlagt, fragt gewohnlich zu- 
erst nach dem "Standpunkt" des Verfassers. Bei geschicht- 
lichen Darstellungen sollte man so nicht fragen. Hier handelt 
es sich darum, ob der Verfasser einen Sinn hat fiir den Gegen- 
stand den er darstellt, ob er Originales und Abgeleitetes zu 
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unterscheiden versteht, ob er seinen Stoff volkommen kennt, 
ob er sich der Grenzen des geschichtlichen Wissens bewusst 
ist, und ob er wahrhaftig ist. Diese Forderungen enthalten den 
kategorischen Imperativ fiir den Historiker; aber nur indem 
man rastlos an sich selber arbeitet, sind sie zu erfullen, — so 
ist jede geschichtliche Darstellung eine ethische Aufgabe. Der 
Historiker soil in jedem Sinn treu sein: ob er das gewesen ist, 
darnach soil man fragen. 

Berlin, am i. Mai, 1894. 

Adolf Harnack. 



THE AUTHOR'S 
PREFACE TO THE ENGLISH EDITION 

No theological book can obtain a place in the literature of 
the world unless it can be read both in German and in English. 
These two languages combined have taken the place of Latin 
in the sphere of Christian Science. I am therefore greatly 
pleased to learn that my "History of Dogma" has been trans- 
lated into English, and I offer my warmest thanks both to the 
translator and to the publishers. 

The most difficult part of the history of dogma is the be- 
ginning, not only because it contains the germs of all later 
developments, and therefore an error in observation here endangers 
the correctness of the whole following account, but also because 
the selection of the most important material from the history 
of primitive Christianity and biblical theology is a hard problem. 
Some will think that I have admitted too much into the book, 
others too little. Perhaps both are right. I can only reply that 
after repeated consideration and experiment I continue to be 
satisfied with my selection. 

In taking up a theological book we are in the habit of en- 
quiring first of all as to the "stand-point" of the Author. In 
a historical work there is no room for such enquiry. The 
question here is, whether the Author is in sympathy with the 
subject about which he writes, whether he can distinguish 
original elements from those that are derived, whether he has 
a thorough acquaintance with his material, whether he is con- 
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scious of the limits of historical knowledge, and whether he is 
truthful. These requirements constitute the categorical impera- 
tive for the historian: but they can only be fulfilled by an 
unwearied self-discipline. Hence every historical study is an 
ethical task. The historian ought to be faithful in every sense 
of the word; whether he has been so or not is the question 
on which his readers have to decide. 

Berlin, ist. May, 1894. 

Adolf Harnack. 



FROM THE 
AUTHOR'S PREFACE TO THE FIRST EDITION 

The task of describing the genesis of ecclesiastical dogma 
which I have attempted to perform in the following pages, 
has hitherto been proposed by very few scholars, and properly 
speaking undertaken by one only. I must therefore crave the 
indulgence of those acquainted with the subject for an attempt 
which no future historian of dogma can avoid. 

At first I meant to confine myself to narrower limits, but 
I was unable to carry out that intention, because the new 
arrangement of the material required a more detailed justifi- 
cation. Yet no one will find in the book, which presupposes 
the knowledge of Church history so far as it is given in the 
ordinary manuals, any repertory of the theological thought of 
Christian antiquity. The diversity of Christian ideas, or of ideas 
closely related to Christianity, was very great in the first cen- 
turies. For that very reason a selection was necessary; but 
it was required, above all, by the aim of the work. The history 
of dogma has to give an account, only of those doctrines of 
Christian writers which were authoritative in wide circles, or 
which furthered the advance of the development; otherwise 
it would become a collection of monographs, and thereby lose 
its proper value. I have endeavoured to subordinate every- 
thing to the aim of exhibiting the development which led to 
the ecclesiastical dogmas, and therefore have neither, for example, 
communicated the details of the gnostic systems, nor brought 
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forward in detail the theological ideas of Clemens Romanus^ 
Ignatius, etc. Even a history of Faulinism will be sought for 
in the book in vain. It is a task by itself, to trace the after- 
effects of the theology of Paul in the post- Apostolic age. The 
History of Dogma can only furnish fragments here; for it is 
not consistent with its task to give an accurate account of the 
history of a theology the effects of which were at first very 
limited. It is certainly no easy matter to determine what was 
authoritative in wide circles at the time when dogma was first 
being developed, and I may confess that I have found the 
working out of the third chapter of the first book very diffi- 
cult. But I hope that the severe limitation in the material 
will be of service to the subject. If the result of this limita- 
tion should be to lead students to read connectedly the manual 
which has grown out of my lectures, my highest wish will be 
gratified. 

There can be no great objection to the appearance of a 
text-book on the history of dogma at the present time. We 
now know in what direction we have to work; but we still 
want a history of Christian theological ideas in their relation 
to contemporary philosophy. Above all, we have not got an 
exact knowledge of the Hellenistic philosophical terminolc^es 
in their development up to the fourth century. I have keenly 
felt this want, which can only be remedied by well-directed 
common labour. I have made a plentiful use of the contro- 
versial treatise of Celsus against Christianity, of which little 
use has hitherto been made for the history of dogma. On 
the other hand, except in a few cases, I have deemed it in- 
admissible to adduce parallel passages, easy to be got, from 
Philo, Seneca, Plutarch, Epictetus, Marcus Aurelius, Porphyry, 
etc.; for only a comparison strictly carried out would have 
been of value here. I have been able neither to borrow such 
from others, nor to furnish it myself. Yet I have ventured 
to submit my work, because, in my opinion, it is possible to 
prove the dependence of dogma on the Greek spirit, without 
being compelled to enter into a discussion of all the details. 

The Publishers of the Encyclopaedia Britannica have allowed 
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me to print here, in a form but slightly altered, the articles 
on Neoplatonism and Manichaeism which I wrote for their 
work, and for this I beg to thank them. 

It is now eighty-three years since my grandfather, Gustav 
Ewers, edited in German the excellent manual on the earliest 
history of dogma by Miinter, and thereby got his name asso- 
ciated with the history of the founding of the new study. May 
the work of the grandson be found not unworthy of the clear 
and disciplined mind which presided over the beginnings of 
the young science. 

Giessen, ist. August, 1885. 



AUTHOR'S 
PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION 

In the two years that have passed since the appearance of 
the first edition I have steadily kept in view the improvement of 
this work and have endeavoured to learn from the reviews 
of it that have appeared. I owe most to the study of Weiz- 
sacker's work, on the Apostolic Age, and his notice of the first 
edition of this volume in the Gottinger gelehrte Anzeigen, 
1886, No. 21. The latter, in several decisive passages concern- 
ing the general conception, drew my attention to the fact 
that I had emphasised certain points too strongly, but had 
not given due prominence to others of equal importance, while 
not entirely overlooking them. I have convinced myself that 
these hints were, almost throughout, well founded, and have 
taken pains to meet them in the new edition. I have also 
learned from Heinrici's commentary on the Second Epistle to 
the Corinthians, and from Bigg's "Lectures on the Christian 
Platonists of Alexandria". Apart from these works there has 
appeared very little that could be of significance for my histor- 
ical account; but I have once more independently considered 
the main problems, and in some cases, after repeated reading 
of the sources, checked my statements, removed mistakes and 
explained what had been too briefly stated. Thus, in particular, 
Chapter II. §§ 1-3 of the "Presuppositions", also the Third 
Chapter of the First Book (especially Section 6), also in the 
Second Book, Chapter I. and Chapter II. (under B), the Third 
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Chapter (Supplement 3 and excursus on " Catholic and Romish "), 
the Fifth Chapter (under i and 3) and the Sixth Chapter (under 
2) have been subjected to changes and greater additions. 
Finally, a new excursus has been added on the various modes 
of conceiving pre-existence, and in other respects many things 
have been improved in detail. Thesizeof the book has thereby 
been increased by about fifty pages. As I have been misrepre- 
sented by some as one who knew not how to appreciate the 
uniqueness of the Gospel history and the evangelic faith, while 
others have conversely reproached me with making the history 
of dogma proceed from an "apostasy" from the Gospel t6 
Hellenism, I have taken pains to state my opinions on both 
these points as clearly as possible. In doing so I have only 
wrought out the hints which were given in the first edition 
and which, as I supposed, were sufficient for readers. But it 
is surely a reasonable desire when I request the critics in 
reading the paragraphs which treat of the " Presuppositions ", 
not to forget how difficult the questions there dealt with are, 
both in themselves and from the nature of the sources, and 
how exposed to criticism the historian is who attempts to 
unfold his position towards them in a few pages. As is self- 
evident, the centre of gravity of the book lies in that which 
forms its subject proper, in the account of the origin of dogma 
within the Grseco-Roman empire. But one should not on that 
account, as many have done, pass over the beginning which 
lies before the beginning, or arbitrarily adopt a starting-point 
of his own; for everything here depends on where and how 
one begins. I have not therefore been able to follow the well- 
meant counsel to simply strike out the "Presuppositions". 

I would gladly have responded to another advice to work 
up the notes into the text; but I would then have been 
compelled to double the size of some chapters. The form of 
this book, in many respects awkward, may continue as it is 
so long as it represents the difficulties by which the subject 
is still pressed. When they have been removed — and the 
smallest number of them lie in the subject matter — I will 
gladly break up this form of the book and try to give it 
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another shape. For the friendly reception given to it I have 
to offer my heartiest thanks. But against those who, believing 
themselves in possession of a richer view of the history here 
related, have called my conception meagre, I appeal to the 
beautiful words of TertuUian; "Malumus in scripturis minus, 
si forte, sapere quam contra". 

Marburg^ 24th. December, 1887. 



AUTHOR'S 
PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION 

In the six years that have passed since the appearance of 
the second edition I have continued to work at the book, and 
have made use of the new sources and investigations that have 
appeared during this period, as well as corrected and extended 
my account in many passages. Yet I have not found it ne- 
cessary to make many changes in the second half of the 
work. The increase of about sixty pages is almost entirely in 
the first half. 

BerUn, 31st. December, 1893. 



CONTENTS 

Page 

INTRODUCTORY DIVISION. 
^ CHAPTER I. — Prolegomena to the Study of 

THE History of Dogma i — 41 

§ I. The Idea and Task of the History of Dogma i — 23 

Definition i 

Limits and Divisions 3 

Dogma and Theology 9 

Factors in the formation of Dogma . . 12 
Explanation as to the conception and 

task of the History of Dogma ... 13 

§ 2. History of the History of Dogma . • . . 23 — ^41 
The Early, the Mediaeval, and the Roman 

Catholic Church 23 

The Reformers and the 17th Century . 25 

Mosheim, Walch, Ernesti 27 

Lessing, Semler, Lange, Miinscher, Baum- 

garten*Crusius, Meier 29 

Baur, Neander, Kliefoth, Thomasius, 

Nitzsch, Ritschly Renan, Loofs ... 37 

^ CHAPTER II. — The Presuppositions of the 

History of Dogma 41-136 

§1. Introductory 41 — 58 

The Gospel and the Old Testament. . 41 
The Detachment of the Christians from 

the Jewish Church 43 

The Church and the Graeco- Roman World. 45 
The Greek spirit an element of the Eccle- 
siastical Doctrine of Faith . . . . 47 



XVIII CONTENTS 

Page 

The Elements connecting Primitive 
Christianity and the growing Catholic 

Church 50 

The Presuppositions of the origin of 
the Apostolic Catholic Doctrine of 

Faith 57 

§ 2. The Gospel of Jesus Christ according to 

His own Testimony concerning Himself 58 — f6 

Fundamental Features 58 

Details 61 

Supplements 70 

Literature 75 

§ 3. The Common Preaching concerning Jesus 

Christ in the first generation of believers. 76 — 99 

General Outline 76 

The faith of the first Disciples ... 78 
The beginnings of Christology ... 80 
Conceptions of the Work of Jesus . 83 

Belief in the Resurrection 84 

Righteousness and the Law .... 86 

Paul 87 

The Self-consciousness of being the 

Church of God 88 

Supplement i. Universalism .... 89 
„ 2. Questions as to the val- 
idity of the Law; the four main 
tendencies at the close of the Apos- 
tolic Age 89 

Supplement 3. The Pauline Theology. 92 
„ 4. The Johannine Wri- 
tings 96 

Supplement 5. The Authorities in the 

Church 98 

§ 4. The current Exposition of the Old Testa- 
ment and the Jewish hopes of the future 
in their significance for the Earliest types 
of Christian preaching 99 — 107 



CONTENTS XIX 

Page 

The Rabbinical and Exegetical Methods 99 
The Jewish Apocalyptic literature. . 100 
Mythologies and poetical ideas, notions 
of pre-existence and their application 

to Messiah 102 

The limits of the explicable. . . . 105 

Literature 107 

§ 5. The Religious Conceptions and the Reli- 
gious Philosophy of the Hellenistic Jews 
in their significance for the later formu- 
lation of the Gospel 107 — 116 

Spiritualising and Moralising of the 

Jewish Religion 107 

Philo 109 

The Hermeneutic principles of Philo. 114 
§ 6. The religious dispositions of the Greeks 
and Romans in the first two centuries, 
and the current Graeco-Roman philoso- 
phy of religion 116 — 129 

The new religious needs and the old 

worship (Excursus on iii^) . . . 116 
The System of associations, and the 

Empire 121 

Philosophy and its acquisitions. . . 122 
Platonic and Stoic Elements in the 

philosophy of religion 125 

Greek culture and Roman ideas in the 

Church 127 

The Empire and philosophic schools 

(the Cynics) 128 

Literature 128 

SUPPLEMENTARY. 

(i) The twofold conception of the blessing of 
Salvation in its significance for the fol- 
lowing period 1 29 



XX CONTENTS 



• 



(2) Obscurity in the origin of the most im- 

portant Christian ideas and Ecclesiasti- 
cal forms 132 

(3) Significance of the Pauline theology for 

the legitimising and reformation of the 
doctrine of the Church in the following 
period 134 

DIVISION I. — The Genesis of Ecclesiastical 
Dogma, or the Genesis of the Catholic 
Apostolic Dogmatic Theology, and the first 
Scientific Ecclesiastical System of Doc- 
trine. 

BOOK I. 

THE PREPARATION. 

Page 

CHAPTER I. — Historical Survey 141 — 144 

CHAPTER II. — The Element common to all 
Christians and the breach with Judaism . 145 — 149 

CHAPTER III. — The Common Faith and the 
Beginnings of Knowledge in Gentile Chris- 
tianity AS IT WAS BEING DEVELOPED INTO 

Catholicism 150 — 221 

(i) The Communities and the Church ... 150 
{2) The Foundations of the Faith; the Old 
Testament, and the traditions about Jesus 
(sayings of Jesus, the Kerygma about 
Jesus), the significance of the " Apostolic ". 155 

(3) The main articles of Christianity and the 

conceptions of salvation. The new law. 
Eschatology 162 

(4) The Old Testament as source of the know- 

ledge of faith 175 

(5) The knowledge of God and of the world, 

estimate of the world (Demons) . . . 179 



CONTENTS XXI 

Page 

(6) Faith in Jesus Christ 183 

Jesus the Lord 183 

Jesus the Christ 184 

Jesus the Son of God, the Theologia 

Christi 186 

The Adoptian and the Pneumatic Chris- 

tology 189 

Ideas of Christ's work 199 

(7) The Worship, the sacred actions, and the 

organisation of the Churches .... 204 

The Worship and Sacrifice .... 204 

Baptism and the Lord's Supper . . 206 

The organisation 212 

SUPPLEMENTARY. 

The premises of Catholicism 216 

Doctrinal diversities of the Apostolical 
Fathers 216 

CHAPTER IV. — The attempts of the Gnostics 
to create an apostolic dogmatic, and a 
Christian theology ; or the acute secular- 
ising OF Christianity 222 — 366 

(i) The conditions for the rise of Gnosticism. 222 

(2) The nature of Gnosticism 226 

(3) History of Gnosticism and the forms in 

which it appeared 237 

(4) The most important Gnostic doctrines. . 252 

CHAPTER V. — The attempt of Marcion to 
set aside the Old Testament foundation 
OF Christianity, to purify the tradition and 
reform Christendom on the basis of the 

Pauline Gospel 266 — 285 

Characterisation of Marcion's attempt . . 266 
(i) His estimate of the Old Testament and the 

god of the Jews 269 



XXII CONTENTS 

Page 

(2) The God of the Gospel 271 

(3) The relation of the two Gods according 

to Marcion 273 

The Gnostic woof in Marcion's Christianity. 274 

(4) The Christology 275 

(5) Eschatology and Ethics 276 

(6) Criticism of the Christian tradition, the 

Marcionite Church 277 

Remarks 281 

CHAPTER VI. — The Christianity of Jewish 
Christians. Definition of the notion Jewish 
Christianity 287 — 317 

(i) General conditions for the development of 

Jewish Christianity 287 

(2) Jewish Christianity and the Catholic Church, 
insignificance of Jewish Christianity, 

"Judaising" in Catholicism 289 

Alleged documents of Jewish Christianity 
(Apocalypse of John, Acts of the Apostles, 
Epistle to the Hebrews, Hegesippus). . 295 

History of Jewish Christianity 296 

The witness of Justin 296 

of Celsus 298 

of Irenseus and Origen. . . 299 
of Eusebius and Jerome . . 300 
The Gnostic Jewish Christianity .... 302 
The Elkesaites and Ebionites of Epiphanius. 304 
Estimate of the Pseudo-Clementine Recog- 
nitions and Homilies, their want of signi- 
ficance for the question as to the genesis 
of Catholicism and its doctrine . . . 311 

APPENDICES. 

1. On the different notions of Pre-existence . 318 

II. On Liturgies and the genesis of Dogma . 333 

III. On Neoplatonism 336 

Literature 362 



99 if 



I 

PROLEGOMENA TO THE DISCIPLINE OF 
THE HISTORY OF DOGMA. 



II 

THE PRESUPPOSITIONS OF THE 
HISTORY OF DOGMA. 



CHAPTER I 

PROLEGOMENA TO THE DISCIPLINE OF THE HISTORY 

OF DOGMA 

§ I. The Idea and Task of the History of Dogma. 

1. The History of Dogma is a discipline of general Church ^ 
History, which has for its object the dogmas 6f the Church. 
These dogmas are the doctrines of the Christian faith logic- 
ally formulated and expressed for scientific and apologetic 
purposes, the contents of which are a knowledge of God, of the 
world, and of the provisions made by God for man's salvation. 
The Christian Churches teach them as the truths revealed in 
Holy Scripture, the acknowledgment of which is the condition 
of the salvation which religion promises. But as the adherents 
of the Christian religion had not these dogmas from the be- 
ginning, so far, at least, as they form a connected system, the 
business of the history of dogma is, in the first place, to as- 
certain the origin of Dogmas (of Dogma), and then secondly, 
to describe their development (their variations). N 

2. We cannot draw any hard and fast line between the 
time of the origin and that of the development of dogma; 
they rather shade off into one another. But we shall have to 
look for the final point of division at the time when an arti- 
cle of faith logically formulated and scientifically expressed, 
was first raised to the articulus constitutivtis eccUsue^ and 
as such was universally enforced by the Church. Now that 
first happened when the doctrine of Christ, as the pre- 
existent and personal Logos of God, had obtained acceptance 
everywhere in the confederated Churches as the revealed and 
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fundamental doctrine of faith, that is, about the end of the 
third century or the beginning of the fourth. We must there- 
fore, in our account, take this as the final point of division, i 
/As to the development of dogma, it seems to have closed in 
the Eastern Church with the seventh (Ecumenical Council (787). 
After that time no further dogmas were set up in the East as 
revealed truths. As to the Western Catholic, that is, the 
Romish Church, a new dogma was promulgated as late as the 
year 1870, which claims to be, and in point of form really 
is, equal in dignity to the old dogmas. Here, therefore, the 
History of Dogma must extend to the present time. Finally, 
as regards the Protestant Churches, they are a subject of spe- 
cial difficulty in the sphere of the history of dogma ; for at the 
present moment there is no agreement within these Churches 
as to whether and in what sense dogmas, (as the word was 
V used in the ancient Church) are valid. But even if we leave 
the present out of account and fix our attention on the Prot- 
estant Churches of the i6th century, the decision is difficult. 
For, on the one hand, the Protestant faith, the Lutheran as 
well as the Reformed (and that of Luther no less), presents 
itself as a doctrine of faith which, resting on the Catholic 
canon of scripture is, in point of form, quite analogous to the 
Catholic doctrine of faith, has a series of dogmas in common 
with it, and only differs in a few. On the other hand, Prot- 

I Weizsiicker, Gott. Gel. Anz. 1886, p. 823 f., says., ^4t is a question whether 
we should limit the account of the genesis of Dogma to the Antenicene period 
and designate all else as a development of that. This is undoubtedly correct 
so long as our view is limited to the history of dogma of the Greek Church 
in the second period, and the development of it by the CEcumenical Synods. 
On the other hand, the Latin Church, in its own way and in its own province, 
becomes productive from the days of Augustine onwards; the formal significa- 
tion of dogma in the narrower sense becomes different in the Middle ages. 
Both are repeated in a much greater measure through the Reformation. We 
may therefore, in opposition to that division into genesis and development, re> 
gard the whole as a continuous process in which the contents as well as the 
formal authority of dogma are in process, of continuous development." This view 
is certainly just, and I think is indicated by myself in what follows. We have 
to decide here, as so often elsewhere in our account, between rival points of 
view. The view favoured by me has the advantage of making the nature of 
dogma clearly appear as a product of the mode of thought of the early church, 
and that is what it has remained, in spite of all changes both in form and 
substance, till the present day. 
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estantism has taken its stand in principle on the Gospel ex- 
clusively, and declared its readiness at all times to test all 
doctrines afresh by a true understanding of the Gospel. The 
Reformers, however, in addition to this began to unfold a 
conception of Christianity which might be described in con- 
trast with the Catholic type of religion, as a new conception, 
and which indeed draws support from the old dogmas, but 
changes their original significance materially and formally. 
What this conception was may still be ascertained from those 
writings received by the Church, the Protestant symbols of 
the 16^ century, in which the larger part of the traditionary 
dogmas are recognised as the appropriate expression of the 
Christian religion, nay, as the Christian religion itself. * Ac- 
cordingly, it can neither be maintained that the expression of 
the Christian faith in the form of dogmas is abolished in the 
Protestant Churches — the very acceptance of the Catholic 
canon as the revealed record of faith is opposed to that view — 
nor that its meaning has remained absolutely unchanged. * 
The history of dogma has simply to recognise this state of 
things, and to represent it exactly as it lies before us in the 
documents. 

But the point to which the historian should advance here 
still remains an open question. If we adhere strictly to the 
definition of the idea of dogma given above, this much is 
certain, that dogmas were no longer set up after the Formula 
of Concord, or in the case of the Reformed Church, after the 
decrees of the Synod of Dort. It cannot, however, be main- 
tained that they have been set aside in the centuries that 

1 See Kattenbnsch. Luther^s Stellung zu den okumenischen Symbolen, 1883. 

2 See Ritschl, Geschichte des Pietismus. I p. 80 ff.: 93 ff. II. p. 60 f.: 88 f. 
^The Lutheran view of life did not remain pure and undefiled, but was limited 
and obscured by the preponderance of dogmatic interests. Protestantism was 
not delivered from the womb of the western Church of the middle ages in full 
power and equipment, like Athene from the head of Jupiter. The incomplete- 
ness of its ethical view, the splitting up of its general conceptions into a 
series of particular dogmas, the tendency to express its beliefs as a hard and 
fast whole, are defects which soon made Protestantism appear to disadvantage 
in comparison with the wealth of Mediaeval theology and asceticism. . . The 
scholastic form of pure doctrine is really only the provisional, and not the 
final form of Protestantism." 
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have passed since then ; for apart from some Protestant Nation- 
al and independent Churches, which are too insignificant and 
whose future is too uncertain to be taken into account here, 
the ecclesiastical tradition of the i6tli century, and along 
with it the tradition of the early Church, have not been abro- 
gated in authoritative form. Of course, changes of the greatest 
importance with regard to doctrine have appeared everywhere 
in Protestantism from the 17th century to the present day. 
But these changes cannot in any sense be taken into account 
in a history of dogma, because they have not as yet attained 
a form valid for the Church. However we may judge of these 
changes, whether we regard them as corruptions or improve- 
ments, or explain the want of fixity in which the Protestant 
Churches find themselves, as a situation that is forced on 
them, or the situation that is agreeable to them and for which 
they are adapted, in no sense is there here a development 
which could be described as history of dogma. 

These facts would seem to justify those who, like Thomasius 
and Schmid, carry the history of dogma in Protestantism to the 
the Formula of Concord, or in the case of the Reformed Church 
to the decrees of the Synod of Dort. But it may be objected 
to this boundary line; (i) That those symbols have at all times 
attained only a partial authority in Protestantism; (2) That as 
noted above, the dogmas, that is, the formulated doctrines of 
faith have different meanings on different matters in the Pro- 
testant and in the Catholic Churches. Accordingly, it seems 
advisable within the frame-work of the history of dogma, to 
examine Protestantism only so far as this is necessary for 
obtaining a knowledge of its deviations from the Catholic dogma 
materially and formally, that is, to ascertain the original 
position of the Reformers with regard to the doctrine of the 
Church, a position which is beset with contradictions. The more 
accurately we determine the relation of the Reformers to 
Catholicism, the more intelligible will be the developments 
which Protestantism has passed through in the course of its 
history. But these developments themselves (retrocession and 
advance) do not belong to the sphere of the history of dogma. 



^ 
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because they stand in no comparable relation to the course 
of the history of dogma within the Catholic Church. As his- 
tory of Protestant doctrines they form a peculiar independent 
province of Church history. 

As to the division of the history of dogma, it consists of 
two main parts. The first has to describe the origin of dogma, 
that is of the Apostolic Catholic system of doctrine based on the 
foundation of the tradition authoritatively embodied in the 
creeds and Holy scripture, and extends to the beginning of 
the fourth century. This may be conveniently divided into 
two parts, the first of which will treat of the preparation, the 
second of the establishment of the ecclesiastical doctrine of 
faith. The second main part which has to portray the develop- 
ment of dogma, comprehends three stages. In the first stage 
the doctrine of faith appears as Theology and Christology. 
The Eastern Church has never got begond this stage, although 
it has to a large extent enriched dogma ritually and m)^tically 
(see the decrees of the seventh council). We will have to shew 
how the doctrines of faith formed in this stage have remained 
for all time in the Church dogmas xar i^ox^iif' The second 
stage was initiated by Augustine. The doctrine of faith appears 
here on the one side completed, and on the other re-expressed 
by new dogmas, which treat of the relation of sin and grace, 
freedom and grace, grace and the means of grace. The number 
and importance of the dogmas that were, in the middle ages, 
really fixed after Augustine's time, had no relation to the range 
and importance of the questions which they raised, and which 
emerged in the course of centuries in consequence of advancing 
knowledge, and not less in consequence of the growing power 
of the Church. Accordingly, in this second stage which com- 
prehends the whole of the middle ages, the Church as an 
institution kept believers together in a larger measure than 
was possible to dogmas. These in their accepted form were 
too poor to enable them to be the expression of religious 
conviction and the regulator of Church life. On the other 
hand, the new decisions of Theologians, Councils and Popes, 
did not yet possess the authority which could have made them 
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incontestable truths of faith. The third stage begins with the 
Reformation, which compelled the Church to fix its faith on 
the basis of the theological work of the middle ages. Thus 
arose the Roman Catholic dogma which has found in the Vatican 
decrees its provisional settlement. This Roman Catholic dogma, 
as it was formulated at Trent, was moulded in express oppo- 
sition to the Theses of the Reformers. But these Theses 
themselves represent a peculiar conception of Christianity which 
has its root in the theology of Paul and Augustine, and includes 
either explicitly or implicitly a revision of the whole ecclesi- 
astical tradition, and therefore of dogma also. The History of 
Dogma in this last stage, therefore, has a twofold task. It 
has, on the one hand, to present the Romish dogma as a product 
of the ecclesiastical development of the middle ages under the 
influence of the Reformation faith which was to be rejected, 
and on the other hand, to portray the conservative new forma- 
tion which we have in original Protestantism, and determine 
its relation to dogma. A closer examination, however, shews 
that in none of the great confessions does religion live in 
dogma, as of old. Dogma everywhere has fallen into the back 
ground; in the Eastern Church it has given place to ritual, 
in the Roman Church to ecclesiastical institutions, in the 
Protestant Churches, so far as they are mindful of their origin, 
to the Gospel. At the same time, however, the paradoxical 
fact is unmistakable that dogma as such is nowhere at this 
moment so •powerful as in the Protestant Churches, though by 
their history they are furthest removed from it. Here, however, 
it comes into consideration as an object of immediate religious 
interest, which, strictly speaking, in the Catholic Church is not 
the case. * The Council of Trent was simply wrung from the 



I It is very evident how the mediaeval and old catholic dogmas were trans- 
formed, in the view which Luther originally took of them. In this view we 
must remember that he did away with all the presuppositions of dogma, the 
infallible Apostolic Canon of Scripture, the infallible teaching function of the Church, 
and the infallible Apostolic doctrine and constitution. On this basis dogmas 
can only be utterances which do not support faith but are supported by it. 
But, on the other hand, his opposition to all the Apocryphal saints which the 
Church had created, compelled him to emphasise faith alone, and to give it a 
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Romish Church, and she has made the dogmas of that council 
in a certain sense innocuous by the Vatican decrees. > In this 
sense, it may be said that the period of development of dogma 
is altogether closed, and that therefore our discipline requires 

firm basis in scripture^ in order to free it from the burden of tradition. Here 
then^ very soon, first by Melanchthon, a summary of articuli fidei was substituted 
for the faith, and the scriptures recovered their place as a rule. Luther him- 
self, however, is responsible for both, and so it came about that very soon 
the new evangelic standpoint was explained almost exclusively by the ^^aboli- 
tion of abuses", and by no means so surely by the transformation of the whole 
doctrinal tradition. The classic authority for this is the Augsburg confession 
^^(haec fere summa est doctrina apud suos, in qua cemi potest nihil inesse, quod 
discrepet a scripturis vel ab ecclesia Catholica vel ab ecclesia Romana .... sed 
dissensio est de quibusdam abusibus)." The purified catholic doctrine has since 
then become the palladium of the Reformation Churches. The refuters of the 
Augustana have justly been unwilling to admit the mere ^^purifying", but have 
noted in addition that the Augustana does not say everything that was urged 
by Luther and the Doctors (see Ficker. Die Konfutation des Augsburgischen 
Bekenntnisse, 1891). At the same time, however, the Lutheran Church, though 
not so strongly as the English, retained the consciousness of being the true 
Catholics. But, as the history of Protestantism proves, the original impulse has 
not remained inoperative. Though Luther himself all his life measured his per- 
sonal Christian standing by an entirely different standard than subjection to a 
law of faith; yet, however presumptous the words may sound, we might say 
that in the complicated struggle that was forced on him, he did not always 
clearly understand his own faith. 

I In the modem Romish Church, Dogma is above all a judicial regulation 
which one has to submit to, and in certain circumstances submission alone is 
suflldent, fides implicita. Dogma is thereby just as much deprived of its original 
sense and its original authority as by the demand of the Reformers, that every 
thing should be based upon a clear understanding of the Gospel. Moreover, 
the changed position of the Romish Church towards dogma is also shewn by 
the fact that it no longer gives a plain answer to the question as to what 
dogma is. Instead of a series of dogmas definitely defined, and of equal value, 
there is presented an infinite multitude of whole and half dogmas, doctrinal 
directions, pious opinions, probable theological propositions, etc. It is often a 
very difficult question whether a solemn decision has or has not already been 
taken on this or that statement, or whether such a decision is still necessary. 
Everything that must be believed is nowhere stated, and so one sometimes hears 
in Catholic circles the exemplary piety of a cleric praised with the words that 
^he believes more than is necessary". The great dogmatic conflicts within the 
Catholic Church, since the Council of Trent, have been silenced by arbitrary 
Papal pronouncements and doctrinal directions. Since one has simply to accom- 
modate oneself to these as laws, it once more appears clear that dogma has 
become a judicial regulation, administered by the Pope, which is carried out 
in an administrative way and loses itself in an endless casuistry. We do not 
mean by this to deny that dogma has a decided value for the pious Catholic 
as a Summary of the faith. But in the Catholic Church it is no longer piety, 
but obedience that is decisive. The solidarity with the orthodox Protestants may 
be explained by political reasons, in order from political reasons again, to con- 
demn, where it is necessary, all Protestants as heretics and revolutionaries. 
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a statement such as belongs to a series of historical phenomena 
that has been completed. 

3. The church has recognised her faith, that is religion 
itself, in her dogmas. Accordingly, one very important busi- 
ness of the History of Dogma is to exhibit the unity that 
exists in the dogmas of a definite period, and to shew how the sev- 
eral dogmas are connected with one another and what leading 
ideas they express. But, as a matter of course, this undertaking 
has its limits in the degree of unanimity which actually existed 
in the dogmas of the particular period. It may be shewn with- 
out much difficulty, that a strict though by no means absolute 
unanimity is expressed only in the dogmas of the Greek Church. 
The peculiar character of the western post-Augustinian eccle- 
siastical conception of Christianity, no longer finds a clear 
expression in dogma, and still less is this the case with the 
conception of the Reformers. The reason of this is that 
Augustine as well as Luther disclosed a, new conception of 
Christianity, but at the same time appropriated the old 
dogmas. * But neither Baur's nor Kliefoth's method of writing 
the history of dogma has done justice to this fact. Not 
Baur's, because, notwithstanding the division into six periods, 
it sees a uniform process in the development of dogma, a 
process which begins with the origin of Christianity and has 
run its course, as is alleged, in a strictly logical way. Not 
Kliefoth's, because in the dogmas of the Catholic Church 
which the East has never got beyond, it only ascertains the 
establishment of one portion of the Christian faith, to which 
the parts still wanting have been successively added in later 
times. ^ In contrast with this, we may refer to the fact that 
we can clearly distinguish three styles of building in the 
history of dogma, but only three ; the style of Origen, that of 
Augustine, and that of the Reformers. But the dogma of the 
post-Augustinian Church, as well as that of Luther, does not 

1 See the discussions of Biedermann (Christliche Dogmatik. 2 Ed. p. 150 f.) 
about what he calls the law of stability in the history of religion. 

2 See Ritschrs discussion of the methods of the early histories of dogma is 
the Jahrb. f. Deutsche Theologie, 1871, p. 181 if. 



Chap, l] PROLEGOMENA 9 

in any way represent itself as a new building, not even as 
the mere extension of an old building, but as a complicated 
rebuilding, and by no means in harmony with former styles, 
because neither Augustine nor Luther ever dreamed of building 
independently. ^ This perception leads us to the most peculiar 
phenomenon which meets the historian of dogma, and which 
must determine his method. 

Dogmas arise, develop themselves and are made serviceable ^ 
to new aims; this in all cases takes place through Theology. 
But Theology is dependent on innumerable factors, above all 
on the spirit of the time ; for it lies in the nature of theology 
that it desires to make its object intelligible. Dogmas are 
the product of theology, not inversely ; of a theology of course 
which, as a rule, was in correspondence with the faith of the 
time. The critical view of history teaches this : [ first we X 
have the Apologists and Origen, then the councils of Nice 
and Chalcedon; first the Scholastics, then the Council of 
Trent. In consequence of this, dogma bears the mark of all 
the factors on which the theology was dependent. That is 
one point. But the moment in which the product of theology 
became dogma, the way which led to it must be obscured, 
for according to the conception of the Church, dogma can be 
ilothing else than the revealed faith itself. Dogma is regarded 
not as the exponent, but as the basis of theology, and there- 
fore the product of theology having passed into dogma limits 
and criticises the work of theology both past and future. * 
That is the second point. It follows from this that the his- 
tory of the Christian religion embraces a very complicated 
relation of ecclesiastical dogma and theology, and that the 

1 In Catholicism, the impulse which proceeded from Augustine has finally 
proved powerless to break the traditional conception of Christianity, as the 
Council of Trent and the decrees of the Vatican have shewn. For that very 
reason the development of the Roman Catholic Church doctrine belongs to the 
history of dogma. Protestantism must, however, under all circumstances be re- 
cognised as a new thing, which indeed in none of its phases has been free 
from contradictions. 

2 Here then begins the ecclesiastical theology which takes as its starting-point 
the finished dogma it strives to prove or harmonise, but very soon, as experience 
has shewn, loses its firm footing in such efforts and so occasions new crises. 
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ecclesiastical conception of the significance of theology cannot 
at all do justice to this significance. The ecclesiastical scheme 
which is here formed and which denotes the utmost concession 
that can be made to history, is to the effect, that theology gives 
expression only to the form of dogma, while so far as it is 
ecclesiastical theology, it presupposes the unchanging dogma, 
i. e. the substance of dogma. But this scheme, which must 
always leave uncertain what the form really is, and what the 
substance, is in no way applicable to the actual circumstances. 
So far, however, as it is itself an article of faith it is an object 
of the history of dogma. Ecclesiastical dogma when put on 
its defence must at all times take up an ambiguous posi- 
tion towards theology, and ecclesiastical theology a corres- 
ponding position towards dogma; for they are condemned to 
perpetual uncertainty as to what they owe each other, and 
what they have to fear from each other. The theological 
Fathers of dogma have almost without exception failed to 
escape being condemned by dogma, either because it went 
beyond them, or lagged behind their theology. The Apolo- 
gists, Origen and Augustine may be cited in support of this; 
and even in Protestantism, mutatis mutandis^ the same thing 
has been repeated, as is proved by the fate of Melanchthon 
and Schleiermacher. On the other hand, there have been 
few theologians who have not shaken some article of the 
traditional dogma. We are wont to get rid of these funda- 
mental facts by hypostatising the ecclesiastical principle or 
the common ecclesiastical spirit, and by this normal hypos- 
tasis, measuring, approving or condemning the doctrines of 
the theologians, unconcerned about the actual conditions and 
frequently following a hysteron-proteron. But this is a view 
of history which should in justice be left to the Catholic 
Church, which indeed cannot dispense with it. The critical 
history of dogma has, on the contrary, to shew above all how 
an ecclesiastical theology has arisen; for it can only give 
account of the origin of dogma in connection with this main 
question. The horizon must be taken here as wide as possi- 
ble; for the question as to the origin of theology can only 
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be answered by surveying all the relations into which the 
Christian religion has entered in naturalising itself in the 
world and subduing it. When ecclesiastical dogma has once 
been created and recognised as an immediate expression 
of the Christian religion, the history of dogma has only to 
take the history of theology into account so far as it has 
been active in the formation of dogma. Yet it must always 
keep in view the peculiar claim of dogma to be a criterion 
and not a product of theology. But it will also be able to 
shew, how partly by means of theology and partly by other 
means — for dogma is also dependent on ritual, constitution, 
and the practical ideals of life, as well as on the letter 
whether of Scripture or of tradition no longer understood — 
dogma in its development and re-expression has continually 
changed, according to the conditions under which the Church 
was placed. If dogma is originally the formulation of Christian 
faith as Greek culture understood it and justified it to itself, 
then dogma has never indeed lost this character, though it 
has been radically modified in later times. It is quite as 
important to keep in view the tenacity of dogma as its 
changes, and in this respect the Protestant way of writing 
history which, here as elsewhere in the history of the Church, is 
more disposed to attend to differences than to what is per- 
manent, has much to learn from the Catholic. But as the 
Protestant historian, as far as possible, judges of the progress 
of development in so far as it agrees with the Gospel in its 
documentary form, he is still able to shew, with all deference 
to that tenacity, that dogma has been so modified and used 
to the best advantage by Augustine and Luther, that its Chris- 
tian character has in many respects gained, though in other 
respects it has become further and further alienated from that 
character. In proportion as the traditional system of dogmas 
lost its stringency it became richer. In proportion as it was 
stripped by Augustine and Luther of its apologetic philosophic 
tendency, it was more and more filled with Biblical ideas, 
though on the other hand, it became more full of contradic- 
tions and less impressive. 
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This outlook, however, has already gone beyond the limits 
fixed for these introductory paragraphs and must not be pur- 
sued further. To treat in abstracto of the method of the 
history of dogma in relation to the discovery, grouping and 
interpretation of the material is not to be recommended ; for 
general rules to preserve the ignorant and half instructed from 
overlooking the important, and laying hold of what is not 
important, cannot be laid down. Certainly everything depends 
on the arrangement of the material; for the understanding of 
history is to find the rules according to which the phenomena 
should be grouped, and every advance in the knowledge of 
history is inseparable from an accurate observance of these 
rules. We must above all be on our guard against preferring 
one principle at the expense of another in the interpretation 
of the origin and aim of particular dogmas. The most diverse 
factors have at all times been at work in the formation of 
dogmas. Next to the effort to determine the doctrine of reli- 
gion according to the finis religionis, the blessing of salvation, 
the following may have been the most important, (i) The 
conceptions and sayings contained in the canonical scriptures. 
(2) The doctrinal tradition originating in earlier epochs of the 
church, and no longer understood. (3) The needs of worship 
and organisation. (4) The effort to adjust the doctrine of 
religion to the prevailing doctrinal opinions. (5) Political and 
social circumstances. (6) The changing moral ideals of life. 

(7) The so-called logical consistency, that is the abstract ana- 
logical treatment of one dogma according to the form of another. 

(8) The effort to adjust different tendencies and contradictions 
in the church. (9) The endeavour to reject once for all a 
doctrine regarded as erroneous. (10) The sanctifying power of 
blind custom. The method of explaining everything wherever 
possible by " the impulse of dogma to unfold itself, " must be 
given up as unscientific, just as all empty abstractions whatsoever 
must be given up as scholastic and mythological. Dogma has 
had its history in the individual living man and nowhere else. 
As soon as one adopts this statement in real earnest, that 
mediaeval realism must vanish to which a man so often thinks 
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himself superior while imbedded in it all the time. Instead of 
investigating the actual conditions in which believing and inteU 
ligent men have been placed, a system of Christianity has been 
constructed from which, as from a Pandora's box, all doctrines 
which in course of time have been formed, are extracted, and 
in this way legitimised as Christian. The simple fundamental 
proposition that that only is Christian which can be established 
authoritatively by the Gospel, has never yet received justice 
in the history of dogma. Even the following account will in 
all probability come short in this point ; for in face of a pre- 
vailing false tradition the application of a simple principle to 
every detail can hardly succeed at the first attempt. 

Explanation as to the Conception and Task of the 

History of Dogma. 

No agreement as yet prevails with regard to the concep- 
tion of the history of dogma. Miinscher (Handbuch der Christl. 
D G. 3rd ed. I. p. 3 f.) declared that the business of the history 
of dogma is; "To represent all the changes which the theo- 
retic part of the Christian doctrine of religion has gone through 

^ from its origin up to the present, both in form and substance," 
and this definition held sway for a long time. Then it came 
to be noted that the question was not about changes that 
were accidental, but about those that were historically necessary, 
that dogma has a relation to the church, and that it represents 
a rational expression of the faith. Emphasis was put some- 
times on one of these elements and sometimes on the other. 
Baur, in particular, insisted on the first, V. Hofmann after the 
example of Schleiermacher on the second, and indeed exclu- 
sively (Encyklop. der Theol. p. 257 f.: "The history of dogma 
is the history of the church confessing the faith in words"). 
Nitzsch (Grundriss der Christl. D G. I. p. i) insisted on the 
third : " The history of dogma is the scientific account of the 
origin and development of the Christian system of doctrine, 
or that part of historical theology which presents the history 

I of the expression of the Christian faith in notions, doctrines 
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and doctrinal systems". Thomasius has combined the second 
and third by conceiving the history of dogma as the history 
of the development of the ecclesiastical system of doctrine. 
But even this conception is not sufficiently definite, inasmuch 
as it fails to do complete justice to the special peculiarity of 
the subject 

Ancient and modern usage does certainly seem to allow the 
word dogma to be applied to particular doctrines, or to a 
uniform system of doctrine, to fundamental truths, or to opin- 
ions, to theoretical propositions or practical rules, to state- 
ments of belief that have not been reached by a process of 
reasoning, as well as to those that bear the marks of such a 
process. But this uncertainty vanishes on closer examination. 

^We then see that there is always an authority at the basis of 
dogma which gives it to those who recognise that authority the 

^ signification of a fundamental truth '*gua sine sceUre prodi non 
poterit^* (Cicero Quaest. Acad. IV. 9). But therewith at the same 
time is introduced into the idea of dogma a social element (see 
Biedermann, Christl. Dogmatik. 2. Edit. I. p. 2 f.); the con- 

\fessors of one and the same dogma form a community. 

There can be no doubt that these two elements are also 
demonstrable in Christian dogma, and therefore we must reject 
all definitions of the history of dogma which do not take them 
into account. If we define it as the history of the understand- 
ing of Christianity by itself, or as the history of the changes 
of the theoretic part of the doctrine of religion or the like, 
we shall fail to do justice to the idea of dogma in its most 
general acceptation. We cannot describe as dogmas, doctrines 
such as the Apokatastasis, or the Kenosis of the Son of God, 
without coming into conflict with the ordinary usage of lan- 
guage and with ecclestiastical law. 

If we start, therefore, from the supposition that Christian 
dogma is an ecclesiastical doctrine which presupposes revela- 
tion as its authority, and therefore claims to be strictly bind- 
ing, we shall fail to bring out its real nature with anything 

vlike completeness. That which Protestants and Catholics call 
dogmas, are not only ecclesiastical doctrines, but they are 
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also: (i) theses expressed in abstract terms, forming together 
a unity, and fixing the contents of the Christian religion as 
a knowledge of God, of the world, and of the sacred history 
under the aspect of a proof of the truth. But (2) they have 
also emerged at a definite stage of the history of the Christian 
religion ; they shew in their conception as such, and in many 
details, the influence of that stage, viz., the Greek period, and 
they have preserved this character in spite of all their recon- 
structions and additions in after periods. This view of dogma \ 
cannot be shaken by the fact that particular historical facts, 
miraculous or not miraculous are described as dogmas; for 
here they are regarded as such, only in so far as they have 
got the value of doctrines which have been inserted in the 
complete structure of doctrines and are, on the other hand, 
members of a chain of proofs, viz., proofs from prophecy. 

But as soon as we perceive this, the parallel between the 
ecclesiastical dogmas and those of ancient schools of philosophy 
appears to be in point of form complete. The only difference 
is that revelation is here put as authority in the place of 
human knowledge, although the later philosophic schools ap- 
pealed to revelation also. The theoretical as well as the prac- 
tical doctrines which embraced the peculiar conception of the 
world and the ethics of the school, together with their ratio- 
nale, were described in these schools as dogmas. Now, in so 
far as the adherents of the Christian religion possess dogmas in 
this sense, and form a community which has gained an un- 
derstanding of its religious faith by analysis and by scien- 
tific definition and grounding, they appear as a great philo- 
sophic school in the ancient sense of the word. But they differ 
from such a school in so far as they have always eliminated 
the process of thought which has led to the dogma, looking 
upon the whole system of dogma as a revelation and there- 
fore, even in respect of the reception of the dogma, at least 
at first, they have taken account not of the powers of human 
understanding, but of the Divine enlightenment which is be- 
stowed on all the willing and the virtuous. In later times, 
indeed, the analogy was far more complete, in so far as the 
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Church reserved the full possession of dogma to a circle of 
/ consecrated and initiated individuals. Dogmatic Christianity is 
therefore a definite stage in the history of the development of 
I Christianity. It corresponds to the antique mode of thought, 
but has nevertheless continued to a very great extent in the 
t following epochs, though subject to great transformations. Dog- 
matic Christianity stands between Christianity as the religion 
of the Gospel, presupposing a personal experience and dealing 
with disposition and conduct, and Christianity as a religion 
of cultus, sacraments, ceremonial and obedience, in short of su- 
perstition, and it can be united with either the one or the 
other. In itself and in spite of all its mysteries it is always 
intellectual Christianity, and therefore there is always the dan- 
ger here that as knowledge it may supplant religious faith, or 
connect it with a doctrine of religion, instead of with God and 
\ a living experience. 

If then the discipline of the history of dogma is to be what 
its name purports, its object is the very dogma which is so 
formed, and its fundamental problem will be to discover how 
it has arisen. In the history of the canon our method of pro- 
cedure has for long been to ask first of all, how the canon 
originated, and then to examine the changes through which 
it has passed. We must proceed in the same way with the 
history of dogma, of which the history of the canon is simply 
a part. Two objections will be raised against this. In the 
first place, it will be said that from the very first the Christian 
religion has included a definite religious faith as well as a 
definite ethic, and that therefore Christian dogma is as original 
as Christianity itself, so that there can be no question about 
a genesis, but only as to a development or alteration of dog^a 
within the Church. Again it will be said, in the second place, 
that dogma as defined above has validity only for a definite 
epoch in the history of the Church, and that it is therefore 
quite impossible to write a comprehensive history of dogma 
in the sense we have indicated. 

As to the first objection, there can of course be no doubt 
that the Christian religion is founded on a message, the con- 
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tents of which are, a definite belief in God, and in Jesus Christ 
whom he has sent, and that the promise of salvation is at- 
tached to this belief. But faith in the Gospel and the later dog- 
mas of the Church are not related to each other as theme 
and the way in which it is worked out, any more than the 
dogma of the New Testament canon is only the explication 
of the original reliance of Christians on the word of their 
Lord, and the continuous working of the Spirit; but in these 
later dogmas an entirely new element has entered into the 
conception of religion. The message of religion appears here 
clothed in a knowledge of the world and of the ground of the 
world which had already been obtained without any reference 
to it, and therefore religion itself has here become a doctrine 
which has, indeed, its certainty in the Gospel, but only in part 
derives its contents from it, and which can also be appro- 
priated by such as are neither poor in spirit, nor weary 
and heavy laden. Now, it may of course be shewn, that a 
philosophic conception of the Christian religion is possible, 
and began to make its appearance from the very first, as in 
the case of Paul. But the Pauline gnosis has neither been 
simply identified with the Gospel by Paul himself (i. Cor. III. 
2 f.: XII. 3: Phil. I. 18), nor is it analogous to the later 
dogma, not to speak of being identical with it. The charac- 
teristic of this dogma is that it represents itself in no sense 
as foolishness, but as wisdom, and at the same time desires to 
be regarded as the contents of revelation itself. Dogma in its ^ 
conception and development is a work of the Greek spirit on 
the soil of the Gospel. By comprehending in itself and giving 
excellent expression to the religious conceptions contained in 
Greek philosophy and the Gospel, together with its Old Testa- 
ment basis; by meeting the search for a revelation, as well as 
the desire for a universal knowledge; by subordinating itself 
to the aim of the Christian religion to bring a Divine life to 
humanity, as well as to the aim of philosophy to know the 
world: it became the instrument bv which the Church con- 
quered the ancient world and educated the modern nations. V 
But this dogma — one cannot but admire its formation or 

B 
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fail to regard it as a great achievement of the spirit, which 
never again in the history of Christianity, has made itself at 
home with such freedom and boldness in religion — is the 
product of a comparatively long history which needs to be 
deciphered; for it is obscured by the completed dogma. The 
Gospel itself is not dogma, for belief in the Gospel provides 
room for knowledge only so far as it is a state of feeling and 
course of action, that is a definite form of life. Between 
j>ractical faith in the Gospel, and the historico-critical account 
of the Christian religion and its history, a third element can 
no longer be thrust in without its coming into conflict with 
faith, or with the historical data — the only thing left is 
the practical task of defending the faith. But a third ele- 
ment has been thrust into the history of this religion, viz., 
dogma, that is, the philosophical means which were used in 
early times for the purpose of making the Gospel intelligible, 
have been fused with the contents of the Gospel, and raised 
to dogma. This dog^a, next to the Church, has become a 
real world power, the pivot in the history of the Christian 
religion. The transformation of the Christian faith into dogma 
is indeed no accident, but has its reason in the spiritual char- 
acter of the Christian religion which at all times will feel the 
need of a scientific apologetic. ^ But the question here is not 
as to something indefinite and general, but as to the definite 
dogma formed in the first centuries and binding even yet. 

This already touches on the second objection which was 
raised above, that dogma in the given sense of the word was 
too narrowly conceived, and could not in this conception be 



I Weizsacker, Apostolic age, Vol. I, p. 123. ^^Christianity as religion is absolately 
inconceivable without theology; first of all, for the same reasons which caUed 
forth the Pauline theology. As a religion it cannot be separated from the reli- 
gion of its founder, hence not from historical knowledge. And as Monotheism and 
belief in a world purpose, it is the religion of reason with the inextinguishable 
impulse of thought. The first gentile Christians therewith gained the proud 
consciousness of a gnosis.*' But of ecclesiastical Christianity which rests on 
dogma ready made, as produced by an earlier epoch, this conception holds good 
only in a very qualified way, and of the vigorous Christian piety of the earliest 
and of every period, it may also be said that it no less feels the impulse to 
think against reason than with reason. 
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applied throughout the whole history of the Church. This 
objection would only be justified, if our task were to carry 
the history of the development of dogma through the whole 
history of the Church. But the question is just whether we 
are right in proposing such a task. The Greek Church has 
no history of dogma after the seven great Councils, and it is 
incomparably more important to recognise this fact than to 
register the theologoumena which were later on introduced by 
individual Bishops and scholars in the East, who were partly 
influenced by the West. Roman Catholicism in its dogmas, 
though as noted above, these at present do not very clearly 
characterise it, is to-day essentially — that is, so far as it is 
religion — what it was 1 500 years ago, viz., Christianity as 
understood by the ancient world. The changes which dogma 
has experienced in the course of its development in western 
Catholicism are certainly deep and radical; they have, in 
point of fact, as has been indicated in the text above, modified 
the position of the Church towards Christianity as dogma. 
But as the Catholic Church herself maintains that she adheres 
to Christianity in the old dogmatic sense, this claim of hers 
cannot be contested. She has embraced new things and 
changed her relations to the old, but still preserved the old. 
But she has further developed new dogmas according to the 
scheme of the old. The decrees of Trent and of the Vatican 
are formally analogous to the old dogmas. Here, then, a his- 
tory of dogma may really be carried forward to the present 
day without thereby shewing that the definition of dogma 
given above is too narrow to embrace the new doctrines. 
Finally, as to Protestantism, it has been briefly explained 
above why the changes in Protestant systems of doctrine are 
not to be taken up into the history of dogma. Strictly speak- 
ing dogma, as dogma, has had no development in Protes- /^ 
tantism, inasmuch as a secret note of interrogation has been 
here associated with it from the very beginning. But the old 
dogma has continued to be a power in it, because of its ten- 
dency to look back and to seek for authorities in the past, 
and partly in the original unmodified form. The dogmas of 
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the fourth and fifth centuries have more influence to-day in 
wide circles of Protestant Churches, than all the doctrines 
which are concentrated around justification by faith. Deviations 
from the latter are borne comparatively easy, while as a rule, 
deviations from the former, are followed by notice to quit the 
Christian communion, that is, by excommunication. The his- 
torian of to-day would have no difficulty in answering the 
question whether the power of Protestantism as a Church, lies 
at present in the elements which it has in common with the 
old dogmatic Christianity, or in that by which it is distinguished 
from it. Dogma, that is to say, that type of Christianity 
which was formed in ecclesiastical antiquity, has not been sup- 
pressed even in Protestant Churches, has really not been 
modified or replaced by a new conception of the Gospel. 
But, on the other hand, who could deny that the Reformation 
began to disclose such a conception, and that this new con- 
ception was related in a very different way to the traditional 
dogma from that of the new propositions of Augustine to the 
dogmas handed down to him ? Who could further call in 
question, that, in consequence of the reforming impulse in 
Protestantism, the way was opened up for a conception which 
does not identify Gospel and dogma, which does not disfigure 
the latter by changing or paring down its meaning while 
failing to come up to the former? But the historian who has 
to describe the formation and changes of dogma can take no 
part in these developments. It is a task by itself more 
rich and comprehensive than that of the historian of dogma, 
to portray the diverse conceptions that have been formed of 
the Christian religion, to portray how strong men and weak 
men, great and little minds have explained the Gospel outside 
and inside the frame-work of dogma, and how under the 
cloak or in the province of dogma, the Gospel has had its 
own peculiar history. But the more limited theme must not 
be put aside. For it can in no way be conduc^e to historical 
knowledge to regard as indifferent the peculiar character of 
the expression of Christian faith as dogma, and allow the 
history of dogma to be absorbed in a general history of the 



t 
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various conceptions of Christianity. Such a "liberal" view 
would not agree either with the teaching of history or with 
the actual situation of the Protestant Churches of the present 
day ; for it is above all of crucial importance to perceive that 
it is a peculiar stage in the development of the human spirit 
which is described by dogma. On this stage, parallel with 
dogma and inwardly united with it, stands a definite psychol- 
ogy, metaphysic and natural philosophy, as well as a view 
of history of a definite type. This is the conception of the 
world obtained by antiquity after almost a thousand years' 
labour, and it is the same connection of theoretic perceptions 
and practical ideals which it accomplished. This stage on 
which the Christian religion has also entered we have in no 
way as yet transcended, though science has raised itself above 
it. ^ But the Christian religion, as it was not born of the cul- 
ture of the ancient world, is not for ever chained to it. The 
form and the new contents which the Gospel received when 
it entered into that world have only the same guarantee of 
endurance as that world itself. And that endurance is limited. 
We must indeed be on our guard against taking episodes for 
decisive crises. But every episode carries us forward, and 
retrogressions are unable to undo that progress. The Gospel 
since the Reformation, in spite of retrograde movements which 
have not been wanting, is working itself out of the forms 
which it was once compelled to assume, and a true compre- 
hension of its history will also contribute to hasten this process. 

I. The definition given above, p. 17: "Dogma in its con- 
ception and development is a work of the Greek spirit on 

I In this sense it is correct to class dogmatic theology as historical theology, 
as Schleiermacher has done. If we maintain that for practical reasons it must 
be taken out of the province of historical theology, then we must make it part 
of practical theology. By dogmatic theology here, we understand the exposition 
of Christianity in the form of Church doctrine, as it has been shaped since 
the second century. As distinguished from it, a branch of theological study 
must be conceived which harmonises the historical exposition of the Gospel 
with the general state of knowledge of the time. The Church can as little 
dispense with such a discipline as there can be a Christianity which does not 
account to itself for its basis and spiritual contents. 
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the soil of the Gospel," has frequently been distorted by my 
critics, as they have suppressed the words "on the soil of the 
Gospel." But these words are decisive. The foolishness of 
identifying dogma and Greek philosophy never entered my 
mind ; on the contrary, the peculiarity of ecclesiastical dogma 
seemed to me to lie in the very fact, that, on the one hand, 
it gave expression to Christian Monotheism and the central 
significance of the person of Christ, and, on the other hand, 
comprehended this religious faith and the historical knowledge 
connected with it in a philosophic system. I have given 
quite as little ground for the accusation, that I look upon 
the whole development of the history of dogma as a patho- 
logical process within the history of the Gospel. I do not 
even look upon the history of the origin of the Papacy as 
such a process, not to speak of the history of dogma. But 
the perception that "everything must happen as it has happened," 
does not absolve the historian from the task of ascertaining 
the powers which have formed the history, and distinguishing 
between original and later, permanent and transitory, nor from 
the duty of stating his own opinion. 

2. Sabatier has published a thoughtful treatise on "Christian 
Dogma, its Nature and its Development." I agree with the 
author in this, that in dogma — rightly understood — two 
elements are to be distinguished, the religious proceeding from 
the experience of the individual or from the religious spirit 
of the Church, and the intellectual or theoretic. But I regard 
as false the statement which he makes, that the intellectual 
element in dogma is only the symbolical expression of reli- 
gious experience. The intellectual element is itself again to 
be differentiated. On the one hand, it certainly is the attempt 
to give expression to religious feeling and so far is symboli- 
cal; but on the other hand, within the Christian religion it 
belongs to the essence of the thing itself, inasmuch as this 
not only awakens feeling, but has a quite definite content 
which determines and should determine the feeling. In this 
sense Christianity without dogma, that is, without a clear 
expression of its content, js inconceivable. But that does not 
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justify the unchangeable permanent significance of that dogma 
which has once been formed under definite historical conditions. 

3. The word * dogmas" (Christian dogmas) is, if I see correctly, *^ 
used among us in three different senses, and hence spring 
all manner of misconceptions and errors. By dogmas are de- 
noted: (i) The historical doctrines of the Church. (2) The 
historical facts on which the Christian religion is reputedly or 
actually founded. (3) Every definite exposition of the contents 
of Christianity is described as dogmatic. In contrast with this 
the attempt has been made in the following presentation to 
use dogma only in the sense first stated. When I speak, therefore, 
of the decomposition of dogma, I mean by that, neither the 
historical facts which really establish the Christian religion, nor 
do I call in question the necessity for the Christian and the 
Church to have a creed. My criticism refers not to the general 
genus dogma, but to the species, viz., the defined dogma, as 
it was formed on the soil of the ancient world, and is still a 
power, though under modifications. ^T 

§ 2. History of the History of Dogma, 

I. The history of dogma as a historical and critical discipline 
had its origin in the last century through the works of Mosheim, 
C. W. F. Walch, Ernesti, Lessing and Semler. Lange gave 
to the world in 1796 the first attempt at a history of dogma 
as a special branch of theological study. The theologians of 
the Early and Mediaeval Churches have only transmitted histories 
of Heretics and of Literature, regarding dogma as unchangeable. 1 
This presupposition is so much a part of the nature of Catholicism 
that it has been maintained till the present day. It is there- 
fore impossible for a Catholic to make a free, impartial and 



I See Eusebius* preface to his Church History. Ensebius in this work set 
himself a comprehensive task^ but in doing so he never in the remotest sense 
thought of a history of dogma. In place of that we have a history of men 
^^who from generation to generation proclaimed the word of God orally or by 
writing," and a history of those who by their passion for novelties, plunged them- 
selves into the greatest errors. 
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scientific investigation of the history of dogma. » There have, 
indeed, at almost all times before the Reformation, been critical 
efforts in the domain of Christianity, especially of western 
Christianity, efforts which in some cases have led to the proof 
of the novelty and inadmissibility of particular dogmas. But, 
as a rule, these efforts were of the nature of a polemic against 
the dominant Church. They scarcely prepared the way for, 
far less produced a historical view of dogmatic tradition. ' The 
progpress of the sciences, * and the conflict with Protestantism, 
could here for the Catholic Church have no other effect than 
that of leading to the collecting with great learning, material for 
the history of dogma, ^ the establishing of the consensus patrum 
et doctorutn, the exhibition of the necessity of a continuous 
explication of dogma, and the description of the history of 
heresies pressing in from without, regarded now as unheard- 



1 See for example, B. Schwane. Dogmengesch. d. Vomidlnischen Zeit, 1862, 
where the sense in which dogmas have no historical side is first expounded, and 
then it is shewn that dogmas, ^^notwithstanding, present a certain side which per- 
mits a historical consideration, because in point of fact they have gone through 
historical developments." ' But these historical developments present themselves 
simply either as solemn promulgations and explications, or as private theologi- 
cal speculations. 

2 If we leave out of account the Marcionite gnostic criticism of ecclesiastical 
Christianity, Paul of Samosata and Marcellus of Ancyra may be mentioned as 
men who in the earliest period, criticised the apologetic Alexandrian theology 
which was being naturalised (see the remarkable statement of Marcellus in 
Euseb. C. Marc. 1.4: rd roH iSyfictro^ Hvofia r^c Mpwffvm^ Hx'TCtt fiov^^Q rt Koi 
yvAfitic K.r.A, which I have chosen as the motto of this book). We know too 
little of Stephen Gobanis (VI cent.) to enable us to estimate his review of the 
doctrine of the Church and its development (Photius Bibl. 232). With regard 
to the middle ages (Abelard ^^Sic et Non"), see Reuter Gesch. der relig. Auf- 
klarung im MA., 1875. Hahn Gesch. der Ketzer, especially in the nth, 
1 2th and 13th centuries, 3 vols., 1845. Keller Die Reformation und die alteren 
Reform-parteien, 1885. 

3 See Voigt, Die Wiederbelebung des classischen Alterthums. 2 vols., 1881, 
especially vol. 11. p. i ff. 363 ff. 494 ff. (^^Humanism and the science of history"). 
The direct importance of humanism for illuminating the history of the middle 
ages is very little, and least of all for the history of the Church and of dogma. 
The only prominent works here are those of Saurentius Valla and Erasmus. 
The criticism of the scholastic dogmas of the Church and the Pope began as 
early as the 12th century. For the attitude of the Renaissance to religion, see 
Burckhardt. Die cultur der Renaissance, 2 vols., 1877. 

4 Baronius, Annals Eccles. XII. vol. 1 588-1607. Chief work: Dionysius 
Petavius, Opus de theologicis dogmatibus. IV vols, (incomplete) 1644- 1 650: 
See further Thomassin, Dogmata theologica III vols. 1684-1689. 
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of novelties, and again as old enemies in new masks. The 
modern Jesuit-Catholic historian indeed exhibits, in certain 
circumstances, a manifest indifference to the task of establishing 
the semper idem in the faith of the Church, but this indif- 
ference is at present regarded with disfavour, and besides is 
only an apparent one, as the continuous though inscrutable 
guidance of the Church by the infallible teaching of the Pope 
is the more emphatically maintained. ^ 

It may be maintained that the Reformation opened the way 
for a critical treatment of the history of dogma. * But even 

1 See Holtzmann, Kanon und Tradition, 1859. Hase, Handbuch der protest. 
Polemik, 1878. Joh. Delitzsch, Das Lehrsystem der rom. Kirche, 1875. New rev- 
elations, however, are rejected, and bold assumptions leading that way are not 
favoured. See Schwane, above work p. 11: ^^The content of revelation is not 
enlarged by the decisions or teaching of the Church, nor are new revelations 
added in course of time .... Christian truth cannot therefore in its content be 
completed by the Church, nor has she ever claimed the right of doing so, but 
always where new designations or forms of dogma became necessary for the 
putting down of error or the instruction of the faithful, she would always teach 
what she had received in Holy scripture or in the oral tradition of the Apost- 
les". Recent Catholic accounts of the history of dogma are, Klee, Lehrbuch der 
DG. 2 vols., 1837, (Speculative). Schwane Dogmengesch. der VomicSnischen 
Zeit, 1862, der patrist. Zeit, 1869; der Mittleren Zeit, 1882. Bach, Die D G. des 
MA. 1873. There is a wealth of material for the history of dogma in Kuhn*s 
Dogmatik, as well as in the g^at controversial writings occasioned by the cele- 
brated work of Bellarmin; Disputationes de controversiis Christians fidei ad- 
versus hujus temporis hsereticos, 1 581-1593. It need not be said, that, in spite 
of their inability to treat the history of dogma historically and critically, much 
may be learned from these works, and some other striking monographs of Ro- 
man Catholic scholars. But everything in history that is fitted to shake the 
high antiquity and unanimous attestation of the Catholic dogmas, becomes here 
a problem the solution of which is demanded, though indeed its carrying out 
often requires a very exceptional intellectual subtlety. 

2 Historical interest in Protestantism has grown up around the questions as 
to the power of the Pope, the significance of Councils, or the Scripturalness of 
the doctrines set up by them, and about the meaning of the Lord^s supper, of 
the conception of it by the Church Fathers; (see CEcolampadius and Melanch- 
thon.) Protestants were too sure that the doctrine of justification was taught in 
the scriptures, to feel any need of seeking proofs for it by studies in the his- 
tory of dogma, and Luther also dispensed with the testimony of history for the 
dogma of the Lord*s supper. The task of shewing how far and in what way 
Luther and the Reformers compounded with history has not even yet been taken 
up. And yet there may be found in Luther^s writings surprising and excellent 
critical comments on the history of dogma and the theology of the Fathers, as 
well as genial conceptions which have certainly remained inoperative; see 
especially the treatise: ^^Von den Conciliis und Kirchen," and his judgment on 
different Church Fathers. In the first edition of the Loci of Melanchthon we 
have also critical material for estimating the old systems of dogma. Calvin's 
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in Protestant Churches at first, historical investigations remained 
under the ban of the confessional system of doctrine and were 
used only for polemics. * Church history itself up to the i8th 
century was not regarded as a theological discipline in the 
strict sense of the word, and the history of dogma existed only 
within the sphere of dogmatics as a collection of testimonies 
to the truth, theohgia patristka. It was only after the ma- 
terial had been prepared in the course of the i6th and 17th 
centuries, by scholars of the various Church parties, and 
above all by excellent editions of the Fathers, * and after Piet- 
ism had exhibited the difference between Christianity and Ec- 
clesiasticism, and had begun to treat the traditional confessional 
structure of doctrine with indifference, • that a critical investi- 
gation was entered on. 

The man who was the Erasmus of the i8th century, neither 
orthodox nor pietistic, nor rationalistic, but capable of appre- 
ciating all these tendencies, familiar with English, French and 
Italian literature, influenced by the spirit of the new English 

depreciatory estimate of the Trinitarian and Christological Formula, which, how- 
ever, he retracted at a later period is well known. 

1 Protestant Charch history was brought into being by the Interim, Flacius 
being its Father; see his Catalogus Testium Veritatis, and the so-called Magde- 
burg Centuries, 1559-1574; also Jundt. Les Centuries de Magdebourg. Paris, 
1883. Von Engelhardt (Christenthum Justin's, p. 9 if.) has drawn attention to 
the estimate of Justin in the Centuries, and has justly insisted ou the high 
importance of this first attempt at a criticism of the Church Fathers. Kliefoth 
(Einl. in d. DG. 1839) has the merit of pointing out the somewhat striking 
judgment of A. Hyperius on the history of dogma. Chemnitz, Examen concilii 
Tridentini, 1565. Forbesius a Corse (a Scotsman). Instructiones historico-theolo- 
gicse de doctrina Christiana, 1645. 

2 The learning, the diligence in collecting, and the carefulness of the Bene- 
dictines and Maurians, as well as of English, Dutch and French theologians, 
such as Casaubon, Vossius, Pearson, Dall^us, Spanheim, Grabe, Basnage, etc. 
have never since been equalled, far less surpassed. Even in the literary, his- 
torical and higher criticism these scholars have done splendid work, so far as the 
confessional dogmas did not come into question. 

3 See especially, G. Arnold, Unpartheyische Kirchen- undKetzerhistorie, 1699: 
also Baur, Epochen der kirchlichen Geschichtsschreibung, p. 84 fif.; Floring, 
G. Arnold als Kirchenhistoriker. Darmstadt, 1883. The latter determines correctly 
the measure of Arnold's importance. His work was the direct preparation for an 
impartial examination of the history of dogma, however partial it was in itself. 
Pietism here and there after Spener 'declared war agidnst scholastic dogmatics 
as a hindrance to piety, and in doing so broke the ban under which the know- 
ledge of history Ip.^ captive. 
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Science, ^ while avoiding all statements of it that would endanger 
positive Christianity, John Lorenz Mosheim, treated Church 
history in the spirit of his great teacher Leibnitz, * and by 
impartial analysis, living reproduction, and methodical artistic 
form raised it for the first time to the rank of a science. In 
his monographic works also, he endeavours to examine impar- 
tially the history of dogma, and to acquire the historic stand- 
point between the estimate of the orthodox dogmatists and 
that of Gottfried Arnold. Mosheim, averse to all fault-finding 
and polemic, and abhorring theological crudity as much as 
pietistic narrowness and undevout lUuminism aimed at an 
actual correct knowledge of history, in accordance with the 
principle of Leibnitz, that the valuable elements which are 
everywhere to be found in history must be sought out and 
recognised. And the richness and many-sidedness of his mind 
qualified him for gaining such a knowledge. But his latitudi- 
narian dogmatic stand-point, as well as the anxiety to awaken 
no controversy or endanger the gradual naturalising of a new 
science and culture, caused him to put aside the most impor- 
tant problems of the history of dogma and devote his attention 
to political Church history as well as to the more indifferent 
historical questions. The opposition of two periods which he 
endeavoured peacefully to reconcile could not in this way be 
permanently set aside. ' In Mosheim's sense, but without the 



1 The investigations of the so-called English Deists about the Christian reli- 
gion contain the first, and to some extent a very significant free-spirited attempt 
at a critical view of the history of dogma (see Lechler History of English Deism, 
1 841). But the criticism is an abstract, rarely a historical one. Some very learned 
works bearing on the history of dogma were written in England against the 
position of tihe Deists, especially by Lardner: see also at an earlier time Bull. 
Defensio fidei nic. 

2 Calixtus of HelmstHdt was the forerunner of Leibnitz with regard to Church 
history. But the merit of having recognised the main problem of the history of 
dogma dpes not belong to Calixtus. By pointing out what Protestantism and 
Catholicism had in common he did not in any way clear up the historico-critical 
problem. On the other hand, the Consensus repetitus of the Wittenberg theo- 
logians shews what fundamental questions Calixtus had already stirred. 

3 Among the numerous historical writings of Mosheim may be mentioned spe- 
cially his Dissert, ad. hist. Eccles. pertinentes. 2 vols. 1731-1741, as well as 
the work: ^^De rebus Christianorum ante Constantinum M. Commentarii," 1753: 
see also ^^Institutiones hist. Eccl.** last Edition, 1755. 
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spirit of that great man, C. W. F. Walch, taught on the subject 
and described the religious controversies of the Church with 
an effort to be impartial, and has thus made generally acces- 
sible the abundant material collected by the diligence of earlier 
scholars. * Walch, moreover, in the " Gedanken von der Ge- 
schichte des Glaubenslehre," 1756, gave the impulse that was 
needed to fix attention on the history of dogma as a special 
discipline. The stand-point which be took up was still that 
of subjection to ecclesiastical dogma, but without confessional 
narrowness. Ernesti in his programme of the year 1759, "De 
theologiae historical et dogmatics conjungendae necessitate," 
gave eloquent expression to the idea that Dogmatic is a posi- 
tive science which has to take its material from history, but 
that history itself requires a devoted and candid study, on 
account of our being separated from the earlier epochs by a 
complicated tradition. > He has also shewn in his celebrated 
"Antimuratorius" that an impartial and critical investigation 
of the problems of the history of dogma, might render the 
most effectual service to the polemic against the errors of 
Romanism. Besides, the greater part of the dogmas were already 
unintelligible to Ernesti, and yet during his lifetime the way 
was opened up for that tendency in theology, which prepared 
in Germany by Chr. Thomasius, supported by English writers, 
drew the sure principles of faith and life from what is called 
reason, and therefore was not only indifferent to the system 

1 Walch. ^^Entwurf einer vollstandigen Historic der Ketzereien, Spaltnngen und 
Religionsstreitigkeiten bis auf die Zeiten der Reformation." 1 1 Thle (incomplete), 
1 762-1 785. See also his ^^Entwurf einer vollstandigen Historic der Kirchen- 
versammlungen" 1759, as well as numerous monographs on the history of dogma. 
Such were already produced by the older Walch, whose ^^Histor. theol. Einlei- 
tung in die Religionsstreitigkeiten der Ev. Luth. Kirche," 5 vols. 1 730-1 739, 
and ^^Histor.-theol. Einleit. in die Religionsstreitigkeiten welche sonderlich ausser 
der Ev. Luth. Kirche entstanden sind 5 Thle". 1 733-1 736, had already put 
polemics behind the knowledge of history (see Gass. ^^Gesch. der protest. Dog- 
matik," 3rd Vol. p. 205 ff.). 

2 Opusc. p. 576 f.: ^^£x quo fit, ut nuUo modo in theologicis, quae omnia e 
libris antiquis hebraicis, graecis, latinis ducuntur, possit aliquis bene in defin- 
iendo versari et a peccatis multis et magnis sibi cavere, nisi litteras et his- 
toriam assumat". The title of a programme of Crusius, Emesti^s opponent. ^De 
dogmatum Christianorum historia cum probatione dogmatum non confundenda," 
1770, is significant of the new insight which was steadily making way. 
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of dogma, but felt it more and more to be the tradition of 
unreason and of darkness. Of the three requisites of a historian ; 
knowledge of his subject, candid criticism, and a capacity for 
finding himself at home in foreign interests and ideas, the 
Rationalistic Theologians who had outgrown Pietism and passed 
through the school of the English Deists and of Wolf, no longer 
possessed the first, a knowledge of the subject, to the same 
extent as some scholars of the earlier generation. The second, 
free criticism, they possessed in the high degree guaranteed 
by the conviction of having a rational religion; the third, the 
power of comprehension, only in a very limited measure. They 
had lost the idea of positive religion, and with it a living and 
just conception of the history of religion. 

In the history of thought there is always need for an appar- 
ently disproportionate expenditure of power, in order to produce 
an advance in the development. And it would appear as if a 
certain self-satisfied narrow-mindedness within the progressing 
ideas of the present, as well as a great measure of inability 
even to understand the past and recognise its own dependence 
on it, must make its appearance, in order that a whole genera- 
tion may be freed from the burden of the past. It needed 
the absolute certainty which Rationalism had found in the 
religious philosophy of the age, to give sufficient courage to 
subject to historical criticism the central dogmas on which the 
Protestant system as well as the Catholic finally rests, the 
dogmas of the canon and inspiration on the one hand, and 
of the Trinity and Christology on the other. The work of 
Lessing in this respect had no great results. We to-day see in 
his theological writings the most important contribution to the 
understanding of the earliest history of dogma, which that 
period supplies; but we also understand why its results were 
then so trifling. This was due, not only to the fact that 
Lessing was no theologian by profession, or that his historical 
observations were couched in aphorisms, but because like 
Leibnitz and Mosheim, he had a capacity for appreciating 
the history of religion which forbade him to do violence to 
that history or to sit in judgment on it, and because his 
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philosophy in its bearings on the case allowed him to seek no 
more from his materials than an assured understanding of them, 
in a word again, because be was no theologian. The Ration- 
alists, on the other hand, who within certain limits were no 
less his opponents than the orthodox, derived the strength of 
their opposition to the s)^tems of dogma, as the Apologists 
of the second century had already done with regard to poly- 
theism, from their religious belief and their inability to estimate , 
these sjrstems historically. That, however, is only the first 
impression which one gets here from the history, and it is 
everywhere modified by other impressions. In the first place, 
there is no mistaking a certain latitudinarianism in several 
prominent theologians of the rationalistic tendency. Moreover, 
the attitude to the canon was still frequently, in virtue of the 
Protestant principle of scripture, an uncertain one, and it was 
here chiefly that the different types of rational supernaturalism 
were developed. Then, with all subjection to the dogmas of 
Natural religion, the desire for a real true knowledge was 
unfettered and powerfully excited. Finally, very significant 
attempts were made by some rationalistic theologians, to explain 
in a real historical way the phenomena of the history of dogma, 
and to put an authentic and historical view of that history in 
the place of barren pragmatic or philosophic categories. 

The special zeal with which the older rationalism applied 
itself to the investigation of the canon, either putting aside 
the history of dogma, or treating it merely in the frame-work 
of Church history, has only been of advantage for the treat- 
ment of our subject. It first began to be treated with thor- ^ 
oughness when the historical and critical interests had become 
more powerful than the rationalistic. After the important 
labours of Semler which here, above all, have wrought in the 
interests of freedom, * and after some monographs on the history 

I Semler, Einleitung lu Baumgartens evang. Glaubenslehre, 1759: ako Ge- 
schichte der Glaubenslehre, zu Baumgartens Untersuch. theol. Streitigkeiten 
1762-1764. Semler paved the way for the view, that dogmas have arisen and 
been gradually developed under definite historical conditions. He was the first 
to grasp the problem of the relation of Catholicism to early Christianity, because 
he freed the early Christian documents from the fetters of the Canon. Schr5ckh , 
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of dogma, ^ S. G. Lange, for the first time treated the history 
of dogma as a special subject. ^ Unfortunately, his compre- 
hensively planned and carefully written work, which shews a 
real understanding of the early history of dogma, remains in- 
complete. Consequently, W. Miinscher, in his learned manual, 
which was soon followed by his compendium of the history 
of dogma, was the first to produce a complete presentation 
of our subject. ' Miinscher's compendium is a counterpart 
to Giesler's Church history; it shares with that the merit of 
drawing from the sources, intelligent criticism and impartiality, 
but with a thorough knowledge of details it fails to impart 
a real conception of the development of ecclesiastical dogma. 
The division of the material into particular locit which, in three 
sections, is carried through the whole history of the Church, 
makes insight into the whole Christian conception of the dif- 
ferent epochs impossible, and the prefixed "General History 
of Dogma," is far too sketchily treated to make up for that 



(Christl. Kirchengesch., 1786,) in the spirit of Sender described with impartiality 
and care the changes in the dogmas. 

1 Rdssler, Lehrbegriff der Christlichen Kirche in den 3 ersten Jahrh. 1775; 
also, Arbeiten by Burscher, Heinrich, Stiludlin, etc., see especially, Loflier*s ^Ab- 
handlung welche eine kurze Darstellung der Entstehungsart der Dreieinigkeit 
entluLlt, 1792, in the translation of Souverains Le Platonisme devoiU, 1700. The 
question as to the Platonism of the Fathers, this fundamental question of the 
history of dogma, was raised even by Luther and Flacius, and was very vigor- 
ously debated at the end of the 17th and beginning of the i8th centuries, 
after the Socinians had already affirmed it strongly. The question once more 
emerges on German soil in the church history of G. Arnold, but cannot be said 
to have received the attention it deserves in the 150 years that have followed 
(see the literature of the controversy in Tzschimer, Fall des Heidenthums, p. 
580 f.). Yet the problem was first thrust aside by the speculative view of the 
history of Christianity. 

2 Lange. AusfUhr. Gesch. der Dogmen, oder der Glaubenslehre der christl. 
Kirche nach den Kirchenvater ausgearbeitet. 1796. 

3 Miinscher. Handb. d. Christl. D G. 4 vols, first 6 Centuries, 1 797-1 809; 
Lehrbuch ist Edit. 1811; 3rd. Edit, edited by v. Colin, Hupfeld and Neu- 
decker, 1 832-1 838. Planck^s epoch-making work: Gesch. der Entstehung der 
VeriLnderungen und der Bildung unseres protestantischen LehrbegrifTs*, 6 Vols. 
1 791-1800, had already for the most part appeared. Contemporary with Mttn- 
scher are Wundemann, Gesch. d. Christl. Glaubenslehren vom Zeitalter des Atha- 
nasius bis auf Gregor. d. Gr. 2 Thle. 1789- 1799; MUnter, Handbuch der 
alteren christL D G. hrsg. von Ewers 2 vols. 1802- 1804; StUudlin, Lehr- 
buch der Dogmatik und Dogmengeschichte 1800. last Edition 1822, and Beck, 
Comment, hist, decretorum religionis Christianas 1801. 
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defect. Finally, the connection between the development of 
dogma, and the general ideas of the time is not sufficiently 
attended to. A series of manuals followed the work of Mun- 
scher, but did not materially advance the study. * The com- 
pendium of Baumgarten Crusius, * and that of F. K. Meier, » 
stand out prominently among them. The work of the former 
is distinguished by its independent learning, as well as by the 
discernment of the author, that the centre of gravity of the 
subject lies in the so-called general history of dogma. * The 
work of Meier goes still further, and accurately perceives that 
the division into a general and special history of dogma must 
be altogether given up, while it is also characterised by an 
accurate setting and proportional arrangement of the facts. ^ 

The great spiritual revolution at the beginning of our cen- 
tury, which must in every respect be regarded as a reaction 
against the efforts of the rationalistic epoch, changed also the 
conceptions of the Christian religion and its history. It appears 
therefore plainly in the treatment of the history of dogma. 
The advancement and deepening of Christian life, the zealous 
study of the past, the new philosophy which no longer thrust 
history aside, but endeavoured to appreciate it in all its phe- 



1 Augusti, Lehrb. d. Christl. D G. 1805. 4 Edit. 1835. Berthold, Handb. 
der D G. 2 vok. 1822- 1823. Schickedanz,. Versuch einer Gesch. d. Christl. 
Glaubenslehre etc. 1827. Ruperti, Geschichte der Dogmen 1831. Lenz, Gesch. 
der Christl. Dogmen 2 parts. 1834-1835. J. G. V. Engelhardt, Dogmengesch. 
1839. See also Giesler, Dogmengesch. 2 vols, edited by Redepenning 1855: 
also Illgen, Ueber den werth der Christl. D G. 1817. 

2 Baumgarten Crusius, Lehrb. d. Christl. D G. 1832: also compendium d. 
Christl. D G. 2 parts 1840- 1846, the second part edited by Hase. 1 

3 Meier, Lehrb. d. D G. 1840. 2nd Edit revised by G. Baur 1854. 

4 The "Special History of Dogma" in Baumgarten Crusius, in which every 
particular dogma is by itself pursued through the whole history of the Church 
is of course entirely unfruitful. But even the opinions which are given in the 
"General History of Dogma," are frequently very far from the mark (Cf., ^.^., 
§ 14 and p. 67). which is the more surprising as no one can deny that he takes 
a scholarly view of history. 

5 Meier^s Lehrbuch, is formally and materially a very important piece of 
work, the value of which has not been sufficiently recognised, because the 
author followed neither the track of Neander nor of Baur. Besides the excel- 
lences noted in the text, may be further mentioned, that almost everywhere 
Meier has distinguished correctly between the history of dogma and the history 

of theology, and has given an account only of the former. ^ 
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nomena as the history of the spirit, all these factors co-oper- 
ated in begetting a new temper, and accordingly, a new 
estimate of religion proper and of its history. There were 
three tendencies in theology that broke up rationalism; that 
which was identified with the names of Schleiermacher and 
Neander, that of the Hegelians, and that of the Confession- 
alists. The first two were soon divided into a right and a left, 
in so far as they included conservative and critical interests 
from their very commencement. The conservative elements 
have been used for building up the modern confessionalism, 
which in its endeavours to go back to the Reformers has never 
actually got beyond the theology of the Formula of Concord, 
the stringency of which it has no doubt abolished by new 
theologoumena and concessions of all kinds. All these ten- 
dencies have in common the eifort to gain a real comprehen- 
sion of history and be taught by it, that is, to allow the idea 
of development to obtain its proper place, and to comprehend 
the power and sphere of the individual. In this and in the 
deeper conception of the nature and significance of positive 
religion, lay the advance beyond Rationalism. And yet the 
wish to understand history, has in great measure checked the 
effort to obtain a true knowledge of it, and the respect for 
history as the greatest of teachers, has not resulted in that 
supreme regard for facts which distinguished the critical ration- 
alism. The speculative pragmatism, which, in the Hegelian 
School, was put against the "lower pragmatism," and was 
rigorously carried out with the view of exhibiting the unity 
of history, not only neutralised the historical material, in so 
far as its concrete definiteness was opposed, as phenomenon, 
to the essence of the matter, but also curtailed it in a suspi- 
cious way, as may be seen, for example, in the works of 
Baur. Moreover, the universal historical suggestions which the 
older history of dogma had given were not at all, or only 
very little regarded. The history of dogma was, as it were, 
shut out by the watchword of the immanent development of 
the spirit in Christianity. The disciples of Hegel both of the 
right and of the left were, and still are agreed in this watch- 
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word, * the working out of which, including an apology for the 
course of the history of dogma, must be for the advancement 
of conservative theology. But at the basis of the statement, 
that the history of Christianity is the history of the spirit, 
there lay further a very one-sided conception of the nature 
of religion, which confirmed the false idea that religrion is 
theology. It will always, however, be the imperishable merit 
of Hegel's great disciple, F. Chr. Baur, in theology, that he 
was the first who attempted to give a uniform general idea 
of the history of dogma, and to live through the whole process 
in himself, without renouncing the critical acquisitions of the 
1 8th century.* His brilliantly written manual of the history of 
dogma, in which the history of this branch of theological 
science is relatively treated with the utmost detail, is, however, 
in material very meagre, and shews in the very first propo- 
sition of the historical presentation an abstract view of history. > 
Neander, whose "Christliche Dogmengeschichte," 1857, is distin- 
guished by the variety of its points of view, and keen appre- 
hension of particular forms of doctrine, shews a far more lively 

1 Biedennann (Christl. Dogmatik. 2 Edit. I vol. p. 332 f.): says, ^^The his- 
tory of the development of the Dogma of the Person of Christ will bring 
before us step by step the ascent of faith in the Gospel of Jesus Christ to its 
metaphysical basis in the nature of his person. This was the quite normal and 
necessary way of actual faith, and is not to be reckoned as a confused mixture 

of heterogeneous philosophical opinions The only thing taken from the 

ideas of contemporary philosophy was the special material of consciousness in 
which the doctrine of Christ^s Divinity was at any time expressed. The process 
of this doctrinal development was an Inward necessary one." 

2 Baur, Lehrbuch der Christl. D G. 1847. 3rd Edit. 1867: also Vorles. ilber 
die Christl. D G. edited by. F. Baur, 1865-68. Further the Monographs, 
" Ueber die Christl. Lehre v. d. Versbhnung in ihrer gesch. Entw." 1838 : "Ueber die 
Christl. Lehre v. d. Dreieinigkeit u. d. Menschwerdung." 184 1, etc. D.F.Strauss 
preceded him with his work: Die Christl. Glaubenslehre in ihrer gesch. Entw. 
2 vols. 1840-41. From the stand-point of the Hegelian right we have: Mar- 
heineke, Christl. D G. edited by Matthias and Vatke, 1849. From the same 
stand-point, though at the same time influenced by Schleiermacher, Domer 
wrote "The History of the Person of Christ." 

3 See p. 63 : "As Christianity appeared in contrast with Judaism and Heathen- 
ism, and could only represent a new and peculiar form of the religious con- 
sciousness in distinction from both, reducing the contrasts of both to a unity 
in itself, so also the first difference of tendencies developing themselves within 
Christianity, must be determined by the relation in which it stood to Judaism 
on the one hand, and to Heathenism on the other." Compare also die very 
characteristic introduction to the first volume of the " Vorlesungen ". 
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and therefore a far more just conception of the Christian reli- 
gion. But the general plan of the work, (General history of 
dogma — loci, and these according to the established scheme), 
proves that Neander has not succeeded in giving real expres- 
sion to the historical character of the study, and in attaining 
a clear insight into the progress of the development. * 

Kliefoth's thoughtful and instructive, ^ Einleitung in die Dog- 
mengeschichte,*' 1839, contains the programme for the concep- 
tion of the history of dogma characteristic of the modern 
confessional theology. In this work the Hegelian view of 
history, not without being influenced by Schleiermacher, is 
so represented as to legitimise a return to the theology of 
the Fathers. In the successive great epochs of the Church 
several circles of dogmas have been successively fixed, so 
that the respective doctrines have each time been adequate- 
ly formulated. ^ Disturbances of the development are due 
to the influence of sin. Apart from this, Kliefoth's conception 
is in point of form equal to that of Baur and Strauss, in so 
far as they also have considered the theology represented by 
themselves as the goal of the whole historical development. 
The only distinction is that, according to them, the next fol- 
lowing stage always cancels the preceding, while according to 
Kliefoth, who, moreover, has no desire to give effect to mere 
traditionalism, the new knowledge is added to the old. The 
new edifice of true historical knowledge, according to Kliefoth, 
IS raised on the ruins of Traditionalism, Scholasticism, Pietism, 
Rationalism and Mysticism. Thomasius (Das Bekenntniss der 
evang.-luth. Kirche in der Consequenz seines Princips, 1848) has, 

1 Hagenbach's Manual of the history of dogma, might be put alongside of 
Neander's work. It agrees with it both in plan and spirit. But the material of 
the history of dogma which it offers in superabundance seems far less con- 
nectedly worked out than by Neander. In Shedd's history of Christian doctrine 
the Americans possess a presentation of the history of dogma worth noting. 2 
▼ols. 3 Edit 1883. The work of Fr. Bonlfas. Hist, des dogmes. 2 vols. 1886. 
appeared alter the death of the author and is not important. 

2 No doabt Kliefoth also maintains for each period a stage of the disinte- 
gradon of dogma, but this is not to be understood in the ordinary sense of the 
word. Besides, there are ideas in this introduction which would hardly obtain 
the appTOYal of their author to-day. 
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after the example of Sartorius, attempted to justify by history the 
Lutheran confessional system of doctrine from another side, by 
representing it as the true mean between Catholicism and the 
Reformed Spiritualism. This conception has found much appro- 
bation in the circles of Theologians related to Thomasius, as 
against the Union Theology. But Thomasius is entitled to the 
merit of having produced a Manual of the history of dogma which 
represents in the most worthy manner, * the Lutheran confessional 
view of the history of dogma. The introduction, as well as 
the selection and arrangement of his material, shews that 
Thomasius has learned much from Baur. The way in which 
he distinguishes between central and peripheral dogmas, is, 
accordingly, not very appropriate, especially for the earliest 
period. The question as to the origin of dogma and theology 
is scarcely even touched by him. But he has an impression 
that the central dogmas contain for every period the whole of 
Christianity, and that they must therefore be apprehended in this 
sense. ' The presentation is dominated throughout by the idea 
of the self-explication of dogma, though a malformation has 
to be admitted for the middle ages ; > and therefore the for- 

1 Thomasius^ Die Christl. Dogmengesch. als Entwickel. Gesch. des Kirchl. 
LehrbegrifTs. 2 vols. 1874-76. 2nd Edit, intelligently and carefully edited by Bon- 
wetsch. and Seeberg, 1887. (Seeberg has produced almost a new work invol. XI)> 
From the same stand-point is the manual of the history of dogma by H. Schmid, 
1859, (in 4th Ed. revised and transformed into an excellent collection of passages 
from the sources by Hauck, 1887), as well as the Luther. Dogmatik (Vol. II. 
1864: Der Kirchenglaube) of Kahnis, which, however, subjects particular dogmas 
to a freer criticism. 

2 See Vol. I. p. 14. 

3 See Vol. I. p. II. "The first period treats of the development of the great 
main dogmas which were to become the basis of the further development (the 
Patristic age). The problem of the second period was, partly to work up this 
material theologically, and partly to develop it. But this development, under 
the influence of the Hierarchy, fell into false paths, and became partly, at least, 
corrupt (the age of Scholasticism), and therefore a reformation was necessary. 
It was reserved for this third period to carry back the doctrinal formation which 
had become abnormal, to the old sound paths, and on the other hand, in virtue 
of the regeneration of the Church which followed, to deepen it and fashion it 
according to that form which it got in the doctrinal systems of the Evangelic 
Church, while the remaining part fixed its own doctrine in the decrees of Trent 
(period of the Reformation)". This view of history, which, from the Christian 
stand-point, will allow absolutely nothing to be said against the doctrinal for- 
mation of the early Church is a retrogression from the view of Luther and the 
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mation of dogma is almost everywhere justified as the testi- 
mony of the Church represented as completely hypostatised, 
and the outlook on the history of the time is put into the 
background. ,But narrow and insufficient as the complete view 
here is, the excellences of the work in details are great, in 
respect of exemplary clearness of presentation, and the discrim- 
inating knowledge and keen comprehension of the author for 
religious problems. The most important work done by Thoma- 
sius is contained in his account of the history of Christology. 
In his outlines of the history of Christian dogma (Grundriss 
der Christl. Dogmengesch. 1870), which unfortunately has not 
been carried beyond the first part (Patristic period), F. 
Nitzsch, marks an advance in the history of our subject. The 
advance lies, on the one hand, in the extensive use he makes 
of monographs on the history of dogma, and on the other 
hand, in the arrangement. Nitzsch has advanced a long way 
on the path that was first entered by F. K. Meier, and has 
arranged his material in a way that far excels all earlier 
attempts. The general and special aspects of the history of 
dogma are here almost completely worked into one, * and in 
the main divisions, * Grounding of the old Catholic Church doc- 
trine," and * Development of the old Catholic Church doctrine," 
justice is at last done to the most important problem which 
the history of dogma presents, though in my opinion the 
division is not made at the right place, and the problem is 
not so clearly kept in view in the execution as the arrange- 
ment would lead one to expect. ^ Nitzsch has freed himself 

writers of the ^^ Centuries," for these were well aware that the corruption did 
not first begin in the middle ages. 

1 This fulfils a requirement urged by Weizsslcker (Jahrb. f. Deutsche Theol. 
1866. p. 170 ff.) 

2 See Ritschl's Essay, ^Ueber die Methode der alteren Dogmengeschichte " 
(Jahrb. f. deutsche Theol. 187 1, p. 191 ff.) in which the advance made by 
Nitzsch is estimated, and at the same time, an arrangement proposed for the 
treatment of the earlier history of dogma which would group the material more 
clearly and more suitably than has been done by Nitzsch. After having laid 
the foundation for a correct historical estimate of the development of early 
Christianity in his work ^^Entstehung der Alt-Katholischen Kirche", 1857, Ritschl 
published an epoch-making study in the history of dogma in his ^^History of 
the doctrine of justification and reconciliation". 2 edit. 1883. We have no super- 
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from that speculative view of the history of dogma which 
reads ideas into it. No doubt idea and motive on the one 
hand, form and expression on the other, must be distinguished 
for every period. But the historian falls into vagueness as 
soon as be seeks and professes to find behind the demonstrable 
ideas and aims which have moved a period, others of which, 
as a matter of fact, that period itself knew nothing at all. 
Besides, the invariable result of that procedure is to concen- 
trate the attention on the theological and philosophical points 
of dogma, and either neglect or put a new construction on 
the most concrete and important, the expression of the reli- 
gious faith itself. Rationalism has been reproached with 
"throwing out the child with the bath," but this is really 
worse, for here the child is thrown out while the bath is 
retained. Every advance in the future treatment of our sub- 



abundance of good monographs on the history of dogma. There are few that 
give such exact information regarding the Patristic period as that of Von Engel- 
hardt ^^Ueber das Christenthum Justin*s", 1^7^) &i^d Zahn*s work on Marcellus, 
1867. Among the investigators of our age, Renan above all has clearly recog- 
nised that there are only two main periods in the history of dogma, and that 
the changes which Christianity experienced after the establishment of the Ca- 
tholic Church bear no porportion to the changes which preceded. His words are 
as follows (Hist, des origin, du Christianisme T. VII. p. 503 f.): — the division 
about the year 180 is certainly placed too early, regard being had to what was 
then really authoritative in the Church. — ^^Si nous comparons maintenant le 
Christianisme, tel quHl existait vers Tan 180, au Christianisme du IVe et du 
Ve. siicle, au Christianisme du moyen &ge, au Christianisme de nos jours, nous 
trouvons qu'en realit6 il s^est augment6 des tr^s peu de chose dans les si^cles 
qui ont suivis. En 180, le Nouveau Testament est clos: il ne s*y ajouteraplus 
un seul livre nouveau (?). Lentement, les £pitres de Paul ont conquis leur place 
a la suite des ]^vangiles, dans le code sacr6 et dans la liturgie. Quant aux 
dogmes, rien n*est fix6; mais le germe de tout existe; presque aucune id^e 
n* apparaitra qui ne puisse faire valoir des autorit^s du ler et du 2e si^cles. 
II y a du trop, il y a des contradictions; le travail th6ologique consistera bien 
plus k ^monder, k 6carter des superfluit6s qu^^ inventer du nouveau. L'^glise 
laissera tomber une foule de choses mal commenc^es, elle sortira de bien des 
impasses. Elle a encore deux coeurs, pour ainsi dire; elle a plusieurs tites; ces 
anomalies tomberont; mais aucun dogme vraiment original ne se formera plus". 
Also the discussions in chapters 28-34, of the same volume. H. Thiersch (Die 
Kirche im Apostolischen Zeitalter, 1852) reveals a deep insight into the differ- 
ence between the spirit of the New Testament writers and the post-Apostolic 
Fathers, but he has overdone these differences and sought to explain them by 
the mythological assumption of an Apostasy. A great amount of material for 
the history of dogma may be found in the great work of Bohringer, Die Kirche 
Christi und ihre Zeugen, oder die Kirchengeschichte in Biographien. 2 Edit. 1864. 
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ject will further depend on the effort to comprehend the 
history of dogma without reference to the momentary opinions 
of the present, and also on keeping it in closest connection 
with the history of the Church from which it can never be 
separated without damage. We have something to learn on 
this point from rationalistic historians of dogma. ^ But progress 
is finally dependent on a true perception of what the Christian 
religion originally was, for this perception alone enables us to 

I By the connection with general church history we must above all under- 
stand, a continuous regard to the world within which the church has been de- 
veloped. The most recent works on the history of the church and of dogma, 
those of Renan, Overbeck (Anfange der patristischen Litteratur). Aube, Von 
Engelhardt (Justin), KUhn (Minucius Felix). Hatch ("Organization of the early 
church,^* and especially his posthumous work " The influence of Greek ideas and 
usages upon the Christian Church,** 1890, in which may be found the most 
ample proof for the conception of the early history of dogma which is set forth 
in the following pages), are in this respect worthy of special note. Deserving 
of mention also is R. Rothe who in his "Vorlesungen ttber Kirchengeschichte", 
edited by Weingarten," 1875. 2 vols, gave most significant suggestions towards a 
really historical conception of the history of the church and of dogma. To Rothe 
belongs the undiminished merit of realising thoroughly the significance of 
nationality in church history. But the theology of our century is also indebted 
for the first scientific conception of Catholicism, not to Marheineke or Winer, 
but to Rothe. (see Vol. II. pp. i-ii especially p. 7 f.). "The development of the 
Christian Church in the Graeco-Roman world was not at the same time a devel- 
opment of that world by the church and further by Christianity. There remained 
as the result of the process nothing but the completed church. The world which 
had built it had made itself bankrupt in doing so ". With regard to the origin 
and development of the Catholic cultus and constitution, nay, even of the Ethic 
(see Luthardt, Die antike Ethik, 1887, preface), that has been recognised by 
Protestant scholars, which one always hesitates to recognise with regard to 
catholic dogma: see the excellent remarks of Schwegler, Nachapostolisches Zeit- 
alter. Vol. i. p. 3 if. It may be hoped that an intelligent consideration of early 
christian literature will form the bridge to a broad and intelligent view of the 
history of dogma. The essay of Overbeck mentioned above (Histor. Zeitschrift. 
N. F. XII. p. 417 if.) may be most heartily recommended in this respect. It is 
very gratifying to find an investigator so conservative as Sohm, now fully ad- 
mitting, that " Christian theology grew up in the second and third centuries, when 
its foundations were laid for all time(?), the last great production of the Hel- 
lenic Spirit". (Kirchengeschichte im Grundriss. 1888. p. 37). The same scholar 
in his very important Kirchenrecht. Bd. I. 1892, has transferred to the history of 
the origin of Church law and Church organization, the points of view which 
I have applied in the following account to the consideration of dogma. He has 
thereby succeeded in correcting many old errors and prejudices; but in my 
opinion he has obscured the truth by exaggerations connected with a conception, 
not only of original Christianity but also of the Gospel in general, which is 
partly a narrow legal view, pardy an enthusiastic one. He has arrived ex errore 
per veritatem ad errorem; but there are few books from which so much may be 
learned about early church history as from this paradoxical ^^Kirchenrecht". 
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distinguish that which sprang out of the inherent power of 
Christianity from that which it has assimilated in the course 
of its history. For the historian, however, who does not wish 
to serve a party, there are two standards in accordance with 
which he may criticise the history of dogma. He may either, 
as far as this is possible, compare it with the Gospel, or he may 
judge it according to the historical conditions of the time and 
the result. Both ways can exist side by side, if only they are not 
mixed up with one another. Protestantism has in principle 
expressly recognised the first, and it will also have the power 
to bear its conclusions ; for the saying of TertuUian still holds 
good in it; "Nihil Veritas erubescit nisi solummodo abscondi.'* 
The historian who follows this maxim, and at the same time 
has no desire to be wiser than the facts, will, while furthering 
science, perform the best service also to every Christian com- 
munity that desires to build itself upon the Gospel. 

After the appearance of the first and second editions of this 
Work, Loofs published, "Leitfaden fur seine Vorlesungen 
iiber Dogmengeschichte," Halle, 1889, and in the following 
year, "Leitfaden zum Studium der Dogmengeschichte, zunachst 
fiir seine Vorlesungen," (second and enlarged edition of the first- 
named book). The work in its conception of dogma and its 
history comes pretty near that stated above, and it is distin- 
guished by independent investigation and excellent selection of 
material. I myself have published a "Grundriss der Dogmen- 
geschichte," 2. Edit in one vol. 1893. (Outlines of the history 
of dogma, English translation. Hodder and Stoughton). That 
this has not been written in vain, I have the pleasure of seeing 
from not a few notices of professional colleagues. I may 
mention the Church history of Herzog in the new revision by 
Koffmane, the first vol. of the Church history of Karl Miiller, 
the first vol. of the Symbolik of Kattenbusch, and Kaftans 
work. " The truth of the Christian religion." Wilhelm Schmidt, 
"Der alte Glaube und die Wahrheit des Christenthums," 1891, 
has attempted to furnish a refutation in principle of Kaftan's work. 



CHAPTER II 

THE PRESUPPOSITIONS OF THE HISTORY OF DOGMA 

§ I. Introductory, 

The Gospel presents itself as an Apocalyptic message on 
the soil of the Old Testament, and as the fulfilment of the 
law and the prophets, and yet is a new thing, the creation ^ 
of a universal religion on the basis of that of the Old Testa- 
ment. It appeared when the time was fulfilled, that is, it is 
not without a connection with the stage of religious and spi- 
ritual development which was brought about by the inter- 
course of Jews and Greeks, and was established in the Roman 
Empire; but still it is a new religion because it cannot be 
separated from Jesus Christ. When the traditional religion 
has become too narrow the new religion usually appears as 
something of a very abstract nature; philosophy comes upon 
the scene, and religion withdraws from social life and be- 
comes a private matter. But here an overpowering personality *" 
has appeared — the Son of God. Word and deed coincide in ^ 
that personality, and as it leads men into a new communion 
with God, it unites them at the same time inseparably with 
itself, enables them to act on the world as light and leaven, 
and joins them together in a spiritual unity and an active 
confederacy. 

2. Jesus Christ brought no new doctrine, but he set forth '-^ 
in his own person a holy life with God and before God, and 
gave himself in virtue of this life to the service of his breth- 
ren in order to win them for the Kingdom of God, that is, 
to lead them out of selfishness and the world, to God, out of 
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the natural connections and contrasts to a union in love, and 
prepare them for an eternal kingdom and an eternal life. 

/-But while working for this Kingdom of God he did not with- 
draw from the religious and political communion of his people, 
nor did he induce his disciples to leave that communion. On 

^^the contrary, he described the Kingdom of God as the fulfil- 
ment of the promises given to the nation, and himself as the 
Messiah whom that nation expected. By doing so he secured 
for his new message, and with it his own person, a place in 
the system of religious ideas and hopes, which by means of 
the Old Testament were then, in diverse forms, current in the 
Jewish nation. The origin of a doctrine concerning the Mes- 
sianic hope, in which the Messiah was no longer an unknown 
being, but Jesus of Nazareth, along with the new temper and 
disposition of believers was a direct result of the impression 
made by the person of Jesus. The conception of the Old Tes- 
tament in accordance with the analogia fidei^ that is, in accor- 
dance with the conviction that this Jesus of Nazareth is the 
Christ, was therewith given, (^hatever sources of comfort and 
strength Christianity, even in its New Testament, has possessed 
/ or does possess up to the present, is for the most part taken 
from the Old Testament, viewed from a Christian stand-point, 
in virtue of the impression of the person of Jesusj) Even its 
dross was changed into gold ; its hidden treasures were brought 
forth, and while the earthly and transitory were recognised as 
symbols of the heavenly and eternal, there rose up a world 
of blessings, of holy ordinances, and of sure grace prepared 
by God from eternity. One could joyfully make oneself at 
home in it; for its long history guaranteed a sure future and 
a blessed close, while it offered comfort and certainty in all 
the changes of life to every individual heart that would only 
raise itself to God. From the positive position which Jesus 
took up towards the Old Testament, that is, towards the reli- 
gious traditions of his people, his Gospel gained a footing 
which later on preserved it from dissolving in the glow of 
enthusiasm, or melting away in the ensnaring dream of anti- 
quity, that dream of the indestructible Divine nature of the 
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human spirit, and the nothingness and baseness of all material 
things. * But from the positive attitude of Jesus to the Jewish 
tradition, there followed also, for a generation that had long 
been accustomed to g^ope after the Divine active in the world, 
the summons to think out a theory of the media of revelation, 
and so put an end to the uncertainty with which speculation 
had hitherto been afflicted. This like every theory of religion 
concealed in itself the danger of crippling the power of faith ; 
for men are ever prone to compound with religion itself by a 
religious theory. 

3. The result of the preaching of Jesus, however, in the 
case of the believing Jews, was not only the illumination of 
the Old Testament by the Gospel and the confirmation of the 
Gospel by the Old Testament, but not less, though indirectly, 
the detachment of believers from the religious community of 
the Jews, from the Jewish Church. How this came about 
cannot be discussed here: we may satisfy ourselves with the 
fact that it was essentially accomplished in the first two 
generations of believers. The Gospel was a message for hu- 
manity even where there was no break with Judaism: but it 
seemed impossible to bring this message home to men who 
were not Jews in any other way than by leaving the Jewish 
Church./ (But to leave that Church was to declare it to be 
worthless, and that could only be done by conceiving it as a 
malformation from its very commencement, or assuming that 
it had temporarily or completely fulfilled its mission. In 
either case it was necessary to put another in its place, for, 
according to the Old Testament it was unquestionable that 
God had not only given revelations, but through these revela- 
tions had founded a nation, a religious community. The 
result, also, to which the conduct of the unbelieving Jews, and 
the social union of the disciples of Jesus required by that 

I The Old Testament of itself alone could not have convinced the Graeco- 
Roman world. But the converse question might perhaps be raised as to what 
results the Gospel would have had in that world without its union with the 
Old Testament. The Gnostic Schools and the Marcionite Church are to some 
extent the answer. But would they ever have arisen without the presupposition 
of a christian community which recognised the Old Testament? 
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conduct, led, was carried home with irresistible power: be- 
lievers in Christ are the community of God, they are the 
true Israel, the UxXyivla row iiovi but the Jewish Church per- 
sisting in its unbelief is the Synagogue of Satan. ( Out of this 
consciousness sprang, first as a power in which one believed, 

^ but 'which immediately began to be operative, though not as 
a commonwealth, the christian church, a special communion 
of hearts on the basis of a personal union with God, Established 
by Christ and mediated by the Spirit; a communion whose 
essential mark was to claim as its own the Old Testament 
and the idea of being the people of God, to sweep aside the 
Jewish conception of the Old Testament and the Jewish Church, 
and thereby gain the shape and power of a community that 
is capable of a mission for the world. 

4. This independent Christian community could not have 
been formed had not Judaism, in consequence of inner and 

^ outer developments, then reached a point at which it must 
either altogether cease to grow or burst its shell. This com- 
munity is the presupposition of the history of dogma, )and the 
position which it took up towards the Jewish tradition, is, 
strictly speaking, the point of departure for all further devel- 
opments, so far as with the removal of all national and cere- 
monial peculiarities it proclaimed itself to be what the Jewish 
Church wished to be. We find the Christian Church about the 
middle of the third century, after severe crises, in nearly the 
same position to the Old Testament and to Judaism as it was 
150 ar 200 years earlier.^ It makes the same claim to the 
Old Testament, and builds its faith and hope upon its teach- 
ing. It is also as before strictly antinational, above all anti- 
judaic, and sentences the Jewish religious community to the 
abyss of hell. It might appear, then, as though the basis for 
the further development of Christianity as a church, was com- 



I We here leave out of account learned attempts to expound Paulinism. Nor 
do we take any notice of certain truths regarding the relation of the Old 
Testament to the New, and regarding the Jewish religion, stated by the Anti- 
gnostic church teachers, truths which are certainly very important, but have 
not been sufficiently utilised. 
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pletely given from the moment in which the first breach of 
believers with the synagogue, and the formation of indepen- 
dent Christian communities took place. The problem, the 
solution of which will always exercise this church, so far as it 
reflects upon its faith, will be to turn the Old Testament 
more completely to account in its own sense, so as to con- 
demn the Jewish Church with its particular and national forms. 
5. But the rule even for the Christian use of the Old Testa- 
ment, lay originally in the living connection in which one 
stood with the Jewish people and its traditions, and a new 
religious community, a religious commonwealth, was not yet 
realised, although it existed for faith and thought. If again 
we compare the Church about the middle of the third century 
with the condition of Christendom 150 or 200 years before, 
we shall find that there is now a real religious common- 
wealth, while at the earlier period there werfe only commu- 
nities who believed in a heavenly Church, whose earthly image 
they were, endeavoured to give it expression with the sim- 
plest means, and lived in the future as strangers and pilgrims 
on the earth, hastening to meet the Kingdom of whose ex- 
istence they had the surest guarantee. We now really find a 
new commonwealth, politically formed and equipped with 
fixed forms of all kinds. We recognise in these forms few 
Jewish, but many Graeco-Roman features, and finally, we per- 
ceive also in the doctrine of faith on which this common- 
wealth is based, the philosophic spirit of the Greeks. We find 
a Church as a political union and worship institute, a formu- 
lated faith and a sacred learning; but one thing we no longer 
find, the old enthusiasm and individualism which had not felt 
itself fettered by subjection to the authority of the Old Tes- 
tament. Instead of enthusiastic independent Christians, we 
find a new literature of revelation, the New Testament, and 
Christian priests. When did these formations begin ? How, and 
by what influence was the living faith transformed into the 
creed to be believed, the surrender to Christ into a philo- 
sophic Christology, the Holy Church into the corpus permixtum, 
the glowing hope of the Kingdom of heaven into a doctrine 
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of immortality and deification, prophecy into a learned exe- 
gesis and theological science, the bearers of the spirit into 
clerics, the brethren into laity held in tutelage, miracles and 
healings into nothing, or into priestcraft, the fervent prayers 
into a solemn ritual, renunciation of the world into a jealous 
dominion over the world, the '' spirit'* into constraint and law? 
There can be no doubt about the answer: these formations 
are as old in their origin as the detachment of the Gospel 
from the Jewish Church. A religious faith which seeks to 
establish a communion of its own in opposition to another, 
is compelled to borrow from that other what it needs. The re- 
ligion which is life and feeling of the heart cannot be converted 
into a knowledge determining the motley multitude of men 
without deferring to their wishes and opinions. Even the ho- 
liest must clothe itself in the same existing earthly forms as 
the profane, if it wishes to found on earth a confederacy 
which is to take the place of another, and if it does not 
wish to enslave, but to determine the reason. When the Gospel 
was rejected by the Jewish nation, and had disengaged itself 
from all connection with that nation, it was already settled 
whence it must take the material to form for itself a new 
body, and be transformed into a Church and a theology. Na- 
tional and particular in the ordinary sense of the word these 
forms could not be: the contents of the Gospel were too rich 
for that; but separated from Judaism, nay, even before that 
separation, the Christian religion came in contact with the Ro- 
man world and with a culture which had already mastered 
the world, viz., the Greek. The Christian Church and its doc- 
trine were developed within the Roman world and Greek cul- 
ture in opposition to the Jewish Church. This fact is just as 
important for the history of dogma as the other stated above, 
that this Church was continuously nourished on the Old Tes- 
tament. Christendom was of course conscious of being in 
opposition to the empire and its culture, as well as to Ju- 
daism; but this from the beginning — apart from a few ex- 
ceptions — was not without reservations. No man can serve 
two masters; but in setting up a spiritual power in this world 
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one must serve an earthly master, even when he desires to 
naturalise the spiritual in the world. As a consequence of 
the complete break with the Jewish Church there followed 
not only the strict necessity of quarrying the stones for the 
building of the Church from the Graeco-Roman world, but 
also the idea that Christianity has a more positive relation 
to that world than to the synagogue. And, as the Church 
was being built, the original enthusiasm must needs vanish. 
The separation from Judaism having taken place, it was ne- 
cessary that the spirit of another people should be admitted, 
and should also materially determine the manner of turning 
the Old Testament to advantage. 

6. But an inner necessity was at work here no less than 
an outer. Judaism and Hellenism in the age of Christ were 
opposed to each other not only as dissimilar powers of equal 
value, but the latter having its origin among a small people 
became a universal spiritual power, which, severed from 
its original nationality, had for that very reason penetrated 
foreign nations. It had even laid hold of Judaism, and the 
anxious care of her professional watchmen to hedge round 
the national possession, is but a proof of the advancing de- 
composition within the Jewish nation. Israel, no doubt, had a 
sacred treasure which was of greater value than all the trea- 
sures of the Greeks, — the living God — but in what miserable 
vessels was this treasure preserved and how much inferior 
was all else possessed by this nation in comparison with the 
riches, the power, the delicacy and freedom of the Greek 
spirit and its intellectual possessions. A movement like that 
of Christianity, which discovered to the Jew the soul whose 
dignity was not dependent on its descent from Abraham, but 
on its responsibility to God, could not continue in the frame- 
work of Judaism however expanded, but must soon recognise 
in that world which the Greek spirit had discovered and pre- 
pared, the field which belonged to it: tiKira^ *lovialoig fih 
vifAOg, 'EAAfo*! a cptXoao^la ptixpf^ fijg votpwviaq ivrtuttv ii if 
$iXiiffig ^ xaioXiKii [to the Jews the law, to the Greeks Philos- 
ophy, up to the Parousia; from that time the catholic invi- 
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tation]. But the Gospel at first was preached exclusively to 
the lost sheep of the house of Israel and that which inwardly 
united it with Hellenism did not yet appear in any doctrine 
or definite form of knowledge. 

On the contrary the Church doctrine of faith, in the preparatory 
stage from the Apologists up to the time of Origen, hardly 
in any point shews the traces, scarcely even the remembrance 
of a time in which the Gospel was not detached from Judaism. 
For that very reason, it is absolutely impossible to understand 
this preparation and development solely from the writings that 
remain to us as monuments of that short earliest period. The 
attempts at deducing the genesis of the Church's doctrinal 
system from the theology of Paul, or from compromises 
between Apostolic doctrinal ideas, will always miscarry; 
for they fail to note that to the most important premises 
of the Catholic doctrine of faith belongs an element which 
we cannot recognise as dominant in the New Testament, ^ 



I There is indeed no single writing of the New Testament which does not 
betray the influence of the mode of thought and general conditions of the culture 
of the time which resulted from the Hellenising of the east: even the use of 
the Greek translation of the Old Testament attests this fact. Nay, we may go 
further, and say that the Gospel itself is historically unintelligible, so long as 
we compare it with an exclusive Judaism as yet unaffected by any foreign 
influence. But on the other hand, it is just as clear that specifically Hellenic 
ideas form the presuppositions neither for the Gospel itself, nor for the most 
important New Testament writings. It is a question rather as to a general 
spiritual atmosphere created by Hellenism, which above all strengthened the 
individual element, and with it the idea of completed personality, in itself living and 
responsible. On this foundation we meet with a religious mode of thought in 
the Gospel and the early Christian writings, which so far as it is at all depen- 
dent on an earlier mode of thought, is determined by the spirit of the Old 
Testament (Psalms and Prophets), and of Judaism. But it is already otherwise 
with the earliest Gentile christian writings. The mode of thought here is so 
thoroughly determined by the Hellenic spirit that we seem to have entered a new 
world when we pass from the synoptists, Paul and John, to Clement, Barnabas, 
Justin or Valentinus. We may therefore say, especially in the frame-work of 
the history of dogma, that the Hellenic element has exercised an influence on 
the Gospel first on Gentile Christian soil, and by those who were Greek by birth, if 
only we reserve the general spiritual atmosphere above referred to. Even Paul is 
no exception; for in spite of the well-founded statements of Weizsilcker( Apostolic 
Age, vol. I, Book ii) and Heinrici (Das 2 Sendschreiben an die Korinthier, 
1887, p. 578 ff.), as to the Hellenism of Paul, it is cerUin that the Apostle*s 
mode of religious thought, in the strict sense of the word, and therefore also the 
doctrinal formation peculiar to him, are but little determined by the Greek spirit. 
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viz., the Hellenic spirit. ^ As far backwards as we can trace 
the history of the propagation of the Church's doctrine of 
faith, from the middle of the third century to the end of the 
first, we nowhere perceive a leap, or the sudden influx of an 
entirely new element. What we perceive is rather the grad- 
ual disappearance of an original element, the Enthusiastic 
and Apocalyptic, that is, of the sure consciousness of an im- 
mediate possession of the Divine Spirit, and the hope of the 
future conquering the present; individual piety conscious of 
itself and sovereign, living in the future world, recognising no 
external authority and no external barriers. This piety became 
ever weaker and passed away: the utilising of the Codex of 
Revelation, the Old Testament, proportionally increased with 
the Hellenic influences which controlled the process, for the 
two went always hand in hand. At an earlier period the 
Churches made very little use of either, because they had in 
individual religious inspiration on the basis of Christ's preaching 

Bat it is to be specially noted that as a missionary and an Apologist he made 
use of Greek ideas (EpisUes to the Romans and Corinthians). He was not afraid 
to put the Gospel into Greek modes of thought. To this extent we can already 
observe in him the beginning of the development which we can trace so clearly 
in the Gentile Church from Clement to Justin, and from Justin to Irenaeus. 

I The complete universalism of salvation is given in the Pauline conception 
of Christianity. But this conception is singular. Because: (i) the Pauline 
universalism is based on a criticism of the Jewish religion as religion, including 
the Old Testament, which was not understood and therefore not received by 
Christendom in general. (2) Because Paul not only formulated no nationid 
antijudaism, but always recognised the prerogative of the people of Israel as a 
people. (3) Because his idea of the Gospel, with all his Greek culture, is indepen- 
dent of HeUenism in its deepest grounds. This peculiarity of the Pauline Gospel 
is the reason why little more could pass from it into the common consciousness 
of Christendom than the universalism of salvation, and why the later development 
of the Church cannot be explained from Paulinism. Baur, therefore, was quite 
right when be recognised that we must exhibit another and more powerful element 
in order to comprehend the post-Pauline formations. In the selection of this 
element, however, he has made a fundamental mistake, by introducing the narrow 
national Jewish Christianity, and he has also given much too great scope to 
Paulinism by wrongly conceiving it as Gentile Christian doctrine. One great 
difficulty for the historian of the early Church is that he cannot start from 
Paulinism, the plainest phenomenon of the Apostolic age, in seeking to explain 
the following development, that in fact the premises for this development are 
not at all capable of being indicated in the form of outlines, just because they 
were too general. But on the other hand, the Pauline Theology, this theology 
of one who had been a Pharisee, is the strongest proof of the independent and 
universal power of the impression made by the Person of Jesus. 
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and the sure hope of his Kingdom which was near at hand, 
much more than either could bestow. The factors whose 
co-operation we observe in the second and third centuries, were 
already operative among the earliest Gentile Christians. We 
nowhere find a yawning gulf in the great development which 
lies between the first Epistle of Clement and the work of 
Origen Utp) ipxSov. Even the importance which the "Apostol- 
ic" was to obtain, was already foreshadowed by the end of 
the first century, and enthusiasm always had its limits. ^ The 
most decisive division, therefore, falls before the end of the 
first century; or more correctly, the relatively new element, 
the Greek, which is of importance for the forming of the 
Church as a commonwealth, and consequently for the forma- 
tion of its doctrine, is clearly present in the churches even 
in the Apostolic age. Two hundred years, however, passed 
before it made itself completely at home in the Gospel, 
although there were points of connection inherent in the Gospel. 
7. The cause of the great historical fact is clear. It is 
given in the fact that the Gospel, rejected by the majority of 
the Jews, was very soon proclaimed to those who were not 
Jews, that after a few decades the greater number of its pro- 
fessors were found among the Greeks, and that, consequently, 
the development leading to the Catholic dogma took place 
within Graeco-Roman culture. But within this culture there 
was lacking the power of understanding either the idea of the 

I In the main writings of the New Testament itself we have a twofold con- 
ception of the Spirit. According to the one he comes upon the believer fitfoUy, 
expresses himself in visible signs, deprives men of self-consciousness, and puts 
them beside themselves. According to the other, the spirit is a constant pos- 
session of the Christian, operates in him by enlightening the conscience and 
streng^ening the character, and his fruits are love, joy, peace, patience, gentle- 
ness, etc. (Gal. v. 22). Paul above all taught Christians to value these fruits of 
the spirit higher than all the other effects of his working. But he has not by 
any means produced a perfectly clear view on this point: for ^ he himself spoke 
with more tongues than they all ". As yet " Spirit " lay within ^ Spirit." One 
felt in the spirit of sonship a completely new gift coming from God and recreating 
life, a miracle of God; further, this spirit also produced sudden exclamations — 
^^Abba, Father;" and thus shewed himself in a way patent to] the senses. For 
that very reason, the spirit of ecstasy and of miracle appeared identical with 
the spirit of sonship. (See Gunkel, Die Wirkungen d. h. Geistes nach der po- 
pularen Anschauung der Apostol. Zeit. Gottingen, 1888). 
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completed Old Testament theocracy, or the idea of the Mes- 
siah. Both of these essential elements of the original procla- 
mation, therefore, must either be neglected or remodelled. ^ 
But it is hardly allowable to mention details however impor- 
tant, where the whole aggregate of ideas, of religious historical 
perceptions and presuppositions, which were based on the old 
Testament, understood in a Christian sense, presented itself 
as something new and strange. One can easily appropriate 
words, but not practical ideas. Side by side with the Old 
Testament religion as the presupposition of the Gospel, and 
using its forms of thought, the moral and religious views and 
ideals dominant in the world of Greek culture could not but 
insinuate themselves into the communities consisting of Gen- 
tiles. From the enormous material that was brought home 
to the hearts of the Greeks, whether formulated by Paul 
or by any other, only a few rudimentary ideas could at first 
be appropriated. For that very reason, the Apostolic Catholic 
doctrine of faith in its preparation and establishment, is no 
mere continuation of that which, by uniting things that are 
certainly very dissimilar, is wont to be described as "Biblical 
Theology of the New Testament." Biblical Theology, even when 
kept within reasonable limits, is not the presupposition of the 
history of dogma. The Gentile Christians were little able to 
comprehend the controversies which stirred the Apostolic age 
within Jewish Christianity. The presuppositions of the history 
of dogma are given in certain fundamental ideas, or rather 
motives of the Gospel, (in the preaching concerning Jesus 
Christ, in the teaching of Evangelic ethics and the future 
life, in the Old Testament capable of any interpretation, but 
to be interpreted with reference to Christ and the Evangelic 
history), and in the Greek spirit. * 

1 It may even be said here that the iAosiwla (f m) almvto^) on the one hand 
and the ixxkii^/a on the other, have already appeared in place of the fiafi^nfa 
rtiO $nC, and that the idea of Messiah has been finally replaced by that of the 
Divine Teacher and of God manifest in the flesh. 

2 It is one of the merits of Bruno Bauer (Chiisttts and die Cilsaren, 1877}, 
that he has appreciated the real significance of the Greek element in the Gen- 
tile Guistianity which became the Catholic Church and doctrine, and that he 
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8. The foregoing statements involve that the difference 
between the development which led to the Catholic doctrine 
of religion and the original condition, was by no means a 
total one. By recognising the Old Testament as a book of 
Divine revelation, the Gentile Christians received along with 
it the religious speech which was used by Jewish Christians, 
were made dependent upon the interpretation which had been 
used from the very beginning, and even received a great part 
of the Jewish literature which accompanied the Old Testament. 
But the possession of a common religious speech and litera- 
ture is never a mere outward bond of union, however strong 
the impulse be to introduce the old familiar contents into the 
newly acquired speech. The Jewish, that is, the Old Testa- 
ment element, divested of its national peculiarity, has remained 
the basis of Christendom. It has saturated this element with the 
Greek spirit, but has always clung to its main idea, faith in 

has appreciated the influence of the Judaism of the Diaspora as a preparation for 
this Gentile Christianity. But these valuable contributions have, unfortunately, 
been deprived of their convincing power by a baseless criticism of the early 
Christian literature, to which Christ and Paul have fallen a sacrifice. Some- 
what more cautious are the Investigations of Havet in the fourth volume of 
Le Christianisme, 1884; Le Nouveau Testament. He has won great merit 
by the correct interpretation of the elements of Gentile Christianity developing 
themselves to Catholicism, but his literary criticism is often unfortunately entirely 
abstract, reminding one of the criticism of Voltaire, and therefore his statements 
in detail are, as a rule, arbitrary and untenable. There is a school in Holland 
at the present time closely related to Bruno Bauer and Havet, which attempts 
to banish early Christianity from the world. Christ and Paul are creations of 
the second century : the history of- Christianity begins with the passage of the 
first century into the second — a peculiar phenomenon on the soil of Hellenised 
Judaism in quest of a Messiah. This Judaism created Jesus Christ just as the 
later Greek religious philosophers created their Saviour (Apollonius for example). 
The Marcionite Church produced Paul and the growing Catholic Church completed 
him. See the numerous treatises of Loman, the Verisimilia of Pierson and 
Naber (1886), and the anonymous English work^^AntiquaMater" (1887), also the 
works - of Steck (see especially his Untersuchung uber den Galaterbrief). Against 
these works see P. V. Schmidt^s. ^^Der Galaterbrief" 1892. It requires a deep 
knowledge of the problems which the first two centuries of the Christian Church, 
present, in order not to thrust aside as simply absurd these attempts, which as 
yet have failed to deal with the subject in a connected way. They have their 
strength in the difficulties and riddles which are contained in the history of the 
formation of the Catholic tradition in the second century. But the single cir- 
cumstance that we are asked to regard as a forgery such a document as tibe first 
Epistle of Paul to the Corinthians, appears to me, of itself, to be an unanswerable 
argument against the new hypotheses. 
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God as the creator and ruler of the world. It has in the 
course of its development rejected important parts of that 
Jewish element, and has borrowed others at a later period 
from the great treasure that was transmitted to it. It has 
also been able to turn to account the least adaptable features 
if only for the external confirmation of its own ideas. The Old 
Testament applied to Christ and his universal Church has 
always remained the decisive document, and it was long ere 
Christian writings received the same authority, long ere indi- 
vidual doctrines and sayings of Apostolic writings obtained 
an influence on the formation of ecclesiastical doctrine. 

9. From yet another side, there makes its appearance an 
agpreement between the circles of Palestinian believers in Jesus 
and the Gentile Christian communities, which endured for 
more than a century, though it was ofcourse gradually effaced. 
It is the enthusiastic element which unites them, the consciousness 
of standing in an immediate union with God through the Spirit, 
and receiving directly from God's hand miraculous gifts, powers 
and revelations, granted to the individual that he may turn 
them to account in the service of the Church. The depoten- 
tiation of the Christian religion, where one may believe in the 
inspiration of another, but no longer feels his own, nay, dare 
not feel it, is not altogether coincident with its settlement on 
Greek soil. On the contrary, it was more than two centuries 
ere weakness and reflection suppressed, or all but suppressed, 
the forms in which the personal consciousness of God origin- 
ally expressed itself. * Now it certainly lies in the nature of 

I It would be a fruitful task, though as yet it has not been undertaken, to 
examine how long visions, dreams and apocalypses on the one hand, and the 
claim of speaking in the power and name of the Holy Spirit on the other, 
played a role in the early Church ; and further to shew how they nearly died out 
among the laity, but continued to live among the clergy and the monks, and 
how, even among the laity, there were again and again sporadic outbreaks of 
them. The material which the first three centuries present, is very great. Only 
a few may be mentioned here: Ignat. ad. Rom. VII. 2: ad. Philad. VII. ad. 
Eph. XX. I, etc. : i. Clem. LXIII. 2 : Martyr. Polyc. : Acta Perpet. et Felic : TertuU. 
de animo XL VII: ^^ Major paene vis hominum e visionibus deum discunt. " 
Orig. c. Celsum. i. 46: t0AA0< Avwiptt HuovrtQ wf09'iKif^v$a9'i xp'^^'^*^f^* irvt6- 
fieeriQ mSQ rpi^arro^ .... Koi ^arraviAvetyro^ ahro^^ fhrap ^ *6¥ap (even Amobius 
was ostensibly led to Christianity by a dream). Cyprian makes the most extensive 
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enthusiasm, that it can assume the most diverse forms of ex* 
pression, and follow very different impulses, and so far it fre- 
quently separates instead of uniting. But so long as criticism 
and reflection are not yet awakened^ and a uniform ideal hov- 
ers before one it does unite, and in this sense there existed 
an identity of disposition between the earliest Jewish Christians 
and the still enthusiastic Gentile Christian communities. 

lo. But, finally, there is a still further uniting element 
between the beginnings of the development to Catholicism, 
and the original condition of the Christian religion as a move- 
ment within Judaism, the importance of which cannot be over- 
rated, although we have every reason to complain here of the 
obscurity of the tradition. Between the Graeco-Roman world 
which was in search of a spiritual religion, and the Jewish 
commonwealth which already possessed such a religion as a na- 
tional property, though vitiated by exclusiveness, there had 
long been a Judaism which, penetrated by the Greek spirit, was, 
ex professOf devoting itself to the task of bringing a new reli- 
gion to the Greek world, the Jewish religion, but that religion 
in its kernel Greek, that is, philosophically moulded, spiritu- 
alised and secularised. Here then was already consummated 
an intimate union of the Greek spirit with the Old Testament 
religion, within the Empire and to a less degree in Palestine 
itself. If everything is not to be dissolved into a grey mist, we 
must clearly distinguish this union between Judaism and Hel- 
lenism and the spiritualising of religion it produced, from the 
powerful but indeterminable influences which the Greek spirit 

use of dreams, visions, etc., in his letters, see for example Ep. XI. 3-5 : XVI. 4 
(^^praeter noctumas visiones per dies quoque impletur apud nos spiritu sancto 
pueronim innocens aetas, quae in ecstasi videt," etc.); XXXIX. i : LXVI. 10 
(very interesting : ** quamquam sciam somnia ridicala et visiones ineptas quibus- 
dam videri, sed utique illis, qui malunt contra sacerdotes credere quam sacerdoti, 
sed nihil mirum, quando de Joseph fratres sui dixerunt : ecce somniator ille,'* etc.). 
One who took part in the baptismal controversy in the great Synod of Carthage 
writes, ^* secundum motum animi mei et spiritus sancti." The enthusiastic element 
was always evoked with special power in times of persecution, as the genuine 
African martyrdoms from the second half of the third centuiy specially shew. 
Cf. especially the passio Jacobi, Mariani, etc. But where the enthusiasm was not 
convenient it was called, as in the case of the Montanists, daemonic. Even 
Constantine operated with dreams and visions of Christ (see his Vita). 
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exercised on all things Jewish, and which have been a histor- 
ical condition of the Gospel. The alliance, in my opinion, 
was of no significance at all for the origin of the Gospel, but 
was of the most decided importance, first, for the propagation 
of Christianity, and then, for the development of Christianity 
to Catholicism, and for the genesis of the Catholic doctrine of 
faith. ^ We cannot certainly name any particular personality 
who was specially active in this, but we can mention three 
facts which prove more than individual references, (i) The 
propaganda of Christianity in the diaspora followed the Jewish 
propaganda and partly took its place, that is, the Gospel was 
at first preached to those Gentiles who were already acquaint- 
ed with the general outlines of the Jewish religion, and who 
were even frequently viewed as a Judaism of a second order, 
in which Jewish and Greek elements had been united in a 
peculiar mixture. (2) The conception of the Old Testament, 
as we find it even in the earliest Gentile Christian teachers, 
the method of spiritualising it, etc., agrees in the most surpris- 
ing way with the methods which were used by the Alexan- 
drian Jews. (3) There are Christian documents in no small 
number and of unknown origin, which completely agree in plan,, 
in form and contents with Graeco- Jewish writings of the Diaspora, 
as for example, the Christian Sibylline Oracles, and the psuedo- 
Justinian treatise, "de Monarchia." There are numerous trac- 
tates of which it is impossible to say with certainty whether 
they are of Jewish or of Christian origin. 

The Alexandrian and non-Palestinian Judaism is still Ju- 
daism. As the Gospel seized and moved the whole of Judaism, 

I As to the first, the recently discovered ^^ Teaching of the Apostles^' in its 
first moral part, shews a great afiinity with the moral philosophy which was set 
up by Alexandrian Jews and put before the Greek world as that which had 
been revealed: see Massebi^au, L*enseignement des XII. Ap6tres. Paris. 1884, 
and in the Journal ^^Le Temoignage **, 7 Fevr. 1885. Usener, in his Preface to the 
Ges. Abhandl. Jacob Bemays\ which he edited, 1885, p. V f., has, indepen- 
dently of Massebieau, pointed out the relationship of chapters 1-5 of the 
"Teaching of the Apostles" with the Phocylidean poem (see Bemays* above 
work, p. 192 if.). Later Taylor "The teaching of the twelve Apostles", 1886, 
threw out the conjecture that the Didache had a Jewish foundation, and I reached 
the same conclusion independently of him: see my Treatise: Die Apostellehre 
und die jtldischen beiden Wege, 1886. 
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it must also have been operative in the non-Palestinian Judaism. 
But that already foreshadowed the transition of the Gospel to 
the non-Jewish Greek region, and the fate which it was to 
experience there. For that non-Palestinian Judaism formed 
the bridge between the Jewish Church and the Roman Empire, 
together with its culture. * The Gospel passed into the world 
chiefly by this bridge. Paul indeed had a large share in this, 
but his own Churches did not understand the way he led 
them, and were not able on looking back to find it. ^ He indeed 
became a Greek to the Greeks, and even began the undertak- 
ing of placing the treasures of Greek knowledge at the ser- 

1 It is well knovm that Judaism at the time of Christ embraced a great many 
different tendencies. Beside Pharisaic Judaism as the stem proper, there was a 
motley mass of formations which resulted from the contact of Judaism with 
foreign ideas, customs and institutions (even with Babylonian and Persian), and 
which attained importance for the development of the predominant church, as 
well as for the formation of the so-called gnostic Christian communions. Hel- 
lenic elements found their way even into Pharisaic theology. Orthodox Judaism 
itself- has marks which shew that no spiritual movement was able to escape the 
influence which proceeded from the victory of the Greeks over the east. Be* 
sides, who would venture to exhibit definitely the origin and causes of that spirit- 
ualising of religions and that limitation of the moral standard of which we can 
find so many traces in the Alexandrian age? The nations who inhabited the 
eastern shore of the Mediterranean sea, had from the fourth century B.C. a 
common history, and therefore had similar convictions. Who can decide what 
each of them acquired by its own exertions, and what it obtained through 
interchange of opinions? But In proportion as we see this we must be on our 
guard against jumbling the phenomena together and effacing them. There is 
little meaning in calling a thing Hellenic, as that really formed an element in 
all the phenomena of the age. All our great political and ecclesiastical parties 
to-day are dependent on the ideas of 1789, and again on romantic ideas. It is 
just as easy to verify this, as it is difficult to determine the measure and the 
manner of the influence for each group. And yet the understanding of it turns 
altogether on this point. To call Pharisaism, or the Gospel, or the old Jewish 
Christianity Hellenic, is not paradox, but confusion. 

2 The Acts of the AposUes is in this respect a most instructive book. It, 
as well as the Gospel of Luke, is a document of Gentile Christianity developing 
itself to Catholicism : Cf. Overbeck in his Commentar z. Apostelgesch. But the 
comprehensive judgment of Havet (in the work above mentioned IV. p. 398) 
is correct. ^^ L*hell6nisme tient assez peu de place dans le N. T., du moins 
rhell6n]0me voulu et r6fl6chi. Ces livres sont Merits en grec et leurs autenrs 
vivaient en pays grec; il y a done eu chez eux infiltration des id6es et des 
sentiments hell^niques; quelquefois mftme Timagination hell6nique y ap6n6tr6 
comme dans le 3 ^vangile et dans les Actes .... Dans son ensemble, le N. T. 
garde le caract^re d*un livre h6braXque. Le christianisme ne commence k avoir 
une litt6rature et des doctrines vraiment helUniques qu^au milieu du second 
si^cle. Mais il y avait un judaYsme, celui d'Alexandrie, qui avait faite alliance 
avec rhelUnisme avant mtoie quHl y edt des chr^tiens." 
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vice of the Gospel. But the knowledge of Christ crucified^ to 
which he subordinated all other knowledge as only of prepa- 
ratory value, had nothing in common with Greek philosophy, 
while the idea of justification and the doctrine of the Spirit 
(Rom. VIII), which together formed the peculiar contents of 
his Christianity, were irreconcilable with the moralism and the 
religious ideals of Hellenism. But the great mass of the earliest 
Gentile Christians became Christians because they perceived in 
the Gospel the sure tidings of the benefits and obligations 
which they had already sought in the fusion of Jewish and 
Greek elements. It is only by discerning this that we can 
grasp the preparation and genesis of the Catholic Church and 
its dogma. 

From the foregoing statements, it appears that there fall to ^ 
be considered as presuppositions of the origin of the Catholic 
Apostolic doctrine of faith, the following topics, though of 
unequal importance as regards the extent of their influence. 

1. The Gospel of Jesus Christ. 

2. The common preaching of Jesus Christ in the first gener- 
ation of believers. 

3. The current exposition of the Old Testament, the Jewish 
speculations and hopes of the future, in their significance for 
the earliest types of Christian preaching. > 

4. The religious conceptions, and the religious philosophy 
of the Hellenistic Jews, in their significance for the later 
restatement of the Gospel. 

5. The religious dispositions of the Greeks and Romans of 
the first two centuries, and the current Grxco-Roman philos- 
ophy of religion. 



I The right of distinguishing 2 and 3 may be contested. But if we surrender 
this we therewith surrender the right to distinguish kernel and husk in the 
original proclamation of the Gospel. The dangers to which the attempt is 
exposed should not frighten us from it, for it has its justification in the fact 
that the Gospel is neither doctrine nor law. 
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§ 2. The Gospel of Jesus Christ according to His own 

testimony concerning Himself. 

I. The Fundamental Features. 

The Gospel entered into the world as an apocalyptic escha- 
tological message, apocalyptical and eschatological not only 
in its form, but also in its contents. But Jesus announced that 
the kingdom of God had already begun with his own work, 
and those who received him in faith became sensible of this 
beginning ; for the " apocalyptical " was not merely the unveil- 
ing of the future, but above all the revelation of God as the 
Father, and the "eschatological" received its counterpoise in 
the view of Jesus' work as Saviour, in the assurance of being 
certainly called to the kingdom, and in the conviction that 
life and future dominion is hid with God the Lord and pre- 
served for believers by him. Consequently, we are following 
not only the indications of the succeeding history, but also 
the requirement of the thing itself, when, in the presenta- 
tion of the Gospel, we place in the foreground, not that which 
unites it with the contemporary disposition of Judaism, but 
that which raises it above it. Instead of the hope of inherit- 
ing the kingdom, Jesus had also spoken simply of preserving 
the soul, or the life. In this one substitution lies already a 
transformation, of universal significance, of political religion 
into a religion that is individual and therefore holy; for the 
life is nourished by the word of God, but God is the Holy One. 

The Gospel is the glad message of the government of the 
world, and of every individual soul by the almighty and holy 
God, the Father and Judge. In this dominion of God, which 
frees men from the power of the Devil, makes them rulers in a 
heavenly kingdom in contrast with the kingdoms of the world, 
and which will also be sensibly realised in the future aeon 
just about to appear, is secured life for all men who yield 
themselves to God, although they should lose the world and 
the earthly life. That is, the soul which is pure and holy 
in connection with God, and in imitation of the Divine 
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perfection is eternally preserved with God, while those who 
would gain the world and preserve their life, fall into the hands 
of the Judge who sentences them to Hell. This dominion of 
God imposes on men a law, an old and yet a new law, viz., 
that of the Divine perfection and therefore of undivided love ' 
to Grod and to our neighbour. In this love, where it sways 
the inmost feeling, is presented the better righteousness (better 
not only with respect to the Scribes and Pharisees, but also 
with respect to Moses, see Matt. V), which corresponds to the 
perfection of God. The way to attain it is a change of mind,^ 
that is, self-denial, humility before God, and heartfelt trust in 
him. In this humility and trust in God, there is contained 
a recognition of one's own unworthiness; but the Gospel calls 
to the kingdom of God those very sinners who are thus minded, 
by promising the forgiveness of the sins which hitherto have 
separated them from God. But the Gospel which appears in^ 
these three elements, the dominion of God, a better right- 
eousness embodied in the law of love, and the forgiveness of 
sin, is inseparably connected with Jesus Christ; for in preach- 
ing this Gospel Jesus Christ everywhere calls men to him- 
self. In him the Gospel is word and deed; it has become 
his food, and therefore his personal life, and into this life of 
his he draws all others. He is the Son who knows the Father. 
In him men are to perceive the kindness of the Lord ; in him 
they are to feel God's power and government of the world, and 
to become certain of this consolation ; they are to follow him 
the meek and lowly, and while he, the pure and holy one, 
calls sinners to himself, they are to receive the assurance that 
God through him forgiveth sin. 

Jesus Christ has by no express statement thrust this con- 
nection of his Gospel with his Person into the foreground. 
No words could have certified it unless his life, the overpow- 
ering impression of his Person, had created it. By living, 
acting and speaking from the riches of that life which he lived 
with his Father, he became for others the revelation of the 
God of whom they formerly had heard, but whom they had 
not known. He declared his Father to be their Father and 
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they understood him. But he also declared himself to be 
Messiah, and in so doing gave an intelligible expression to his 
abiding significance for them and for his people. In a solemn 
hour at the close of his life, as well as on special occasions 
at an earlier period, he referred to the fact that the surrender 
to his Person which induced them to leave all and follow him, 
was no passing element in the new position they had gained 
towards God the Father. He tells them, on the contrary, 
that this surrender corresponds to the service which he will 
perform for them and for the many, when he will give his 
life a sacrifice for the sins of the world. By teaching them 
to think of him and of his death in the breaking of bread 
and the drinking of wine, and by saying of this death that 
it takes place for the remission of sins, he has claimed as his 
due from all future disciples, what was a matter of course so 
long as he sojourned with them, but what might fade away 
after he was parted from them. He who in his preaching of 
the kingdom of God raised the strictest self-examination and 
humility to a law, and exhibited them to his followers in his 
own life, has described with clear consciousness his life crowned 
by death as the imperishable service by which men in all ages 
will be cleansed from their sin and made joyful in their God. 
By so doing he put himself far above all others, although 
they were to become his brethren; and claimed a unique and 
permanent importance as Redeemer and Judge. This perma- 
nent importance as the Lord, he secured not by disclosures 
about the mystery of his Person, but by the impression of 
his life, and the interpretation of his death. He interprets it, 
like all his sufferings, as a victory, as the passing over to his 
glory, and in spite of the cry of God-forsakenness upon the 
cross, he has proved himself able to awaken in his followers 
the real conviction that he lives and is Lord and Judge of 
the living and the dead. 

The religion of the Gospel is based on this belief in Jesus 
Christ, that is, by looking to him, this historical person, it 
becomes certain to the believer that God rules heaven and 
earth, and that God, the Judge, is also Father and Redeemer. 
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The religion of the Gospel is the religion which makes the 
highest moral demands, the simplest and the most difficult, 
and discloses the contradiction in which every man finds him- 
self towards them. But it also procures redemption from such 
misery, by drawing the life of men into the inexhaustible and 
blessed life of Jesus Christ, who has overcome the world and 
called sinners to himself. 

In making this attempt to put together the fundamental 
features of the Gospel, I have allowed myself to be guided by 
the results of this Gospel in the case of the first disciples. I 
do not know whether it is permissible to present such funda- 
mental features apart from this guidance. The preaching of 
Jesus Christ was in the main so plain and simple, and in its 
application so manifold and rich, that one shrinks from at- 
tempting to systematise it, and would much rather merely 
narrate according to the Gospel. Jesus searches for the point * 
in every man on which he can lay hold of him and lead him 
to the Kingdom of God. The distinction of good and evil — ^ 
for God or against God — he would make a life question for 
every man, in order to shew him for whom it has become 
this, that he can depend upon the God whom he is to fear. 
At the same time, he did not by any means uniformly fall 
back upon sin, or even the universal sinfulness, but laid hold 
of individuals very diversely, and led them to God by different 
paths. The doctrinal concentration of redemption on sin was 
certainly not carried out by Paul alone; but, on the other 
hand, it did not in any way become the prevailing form for 
the preaching of the Gospel. On the contrary, the antitheses, 
night, error, dominion of demons, death and light, truth, deliv- 
erance, life, proved more telling in the Gentile Churches. The 
consciousness of universal sinfulness was first made the neg- 
ative fundamental frame of mind of Christendom by Au- 
gustine. 

II. Details. 

I. Jesus announced the Kingdom of God which stands in 
opposition to the kingdom of the devil, and therefore also 
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to the kingdom of the world, as a future Kingdom, and yet 
it is , presented in his preaching as present ; as an invisible, 

— and yet it was visible — for one actually saw it. He lived 
and spoke within the circle of eschatological ideas which Ju- 
daism had developed more than two hundred years before: 
but he controlled them, by giving them a new content, and 
forcing them into a new direction. Without abrogating the 
law and the prophets he, on fitting occasions, broke through 
the national, political and sensuous eudxmonistic forms, in 
which the nation was expecting the realisation of the domi- 
nion of God, but turned their attention at the same time to a 

/^future near at hand, in which believers would be delivered 
from the oppression of evil and sin, and would enjoy blessed- 

^ness and dominion. Yet he declared that even now, every 
individual who is called into the kingdom may call on God 
as his Father, and be sure of the gracious will of God, the 
hearing of his prayers, the forgiveness of sin, and the pro- 

-, tection of God even in this present life. * But everything 
in this proclamation is directed to the life beyond: the cer- 
tainty of that life is the power and earnestness of the Gospel. 
2. The conditions of entrance to the kingdom, are, in the 
first place, a complete change of mind, in which a man re- 
nounces the pleasures of this world, denies himself, and is 
ready to surrender all that he has in order to save his soul; 
then, a believing trust in God's grace which he grants to the 
humble and the poor, and therefore hearty confidence in Jesus 
as the Messiah chosen and called by God to realise his king- 
dom on the earth. The announcement is therefore directed 
to the poor, the suffering, those hungering and thirsting for 
righteousness, not to those who live, but to those who wish 
to be healed and redeemed, and finds them prepared for en- 

I Therewith are, doubtless, heavenly blessings bestowed in the present. 
Historical investigation has, notwithstanding, every reason for closely examining 
whether, and in how far, we may speak of a present for the Kingdom of God, 
in the sense of Jesus. But even if the question had to be answered in the 
negative, it would make little or no difference for the correct understanding of 
Jesn's preaching. The Gospel viewed in its kernel is independent of this question. 
It deals with the inner constitution and mood of the soul. 
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trance into, and reception of the blessings of the kingdom of 
Grod, ^ while it brings down upon the self-satisfied, thp rich 
and those proud of their righteousness, the judgment of ob- 
duracy and the damnation of Hell. 

3. The commandment of undivided love to God and the 
brethren, as the main commandment, in the observance of which 
righteousness is realised, and forming the antithesis to the self- 
ish mind, the lust of the world, and every arbitrary impulse, * 
corresponds to the blessings of the Kingdom of God, viz., 
forgiveness of sin, righteousness, dominion and blessedness. 
The standard of personal worth for the members of the King- 
dom, is self-sacrificing labour for others, not any technical 
mode of worship or legal preciseness. Renunciation of the 
world together with its goods, even of life itself in certain 
circumstances, is the proof of a man's sincerity, and earnest- 
ness in seeking the Kingdom of God ; and the meekness which 
renounces every right, bears wrong patiently, requiting it with 
kindness, is the practical proof of love to God, the conduct 
that answers to God's perfection. 

4. In the proclamation and founding of this kingdom, Jesus 
summoned men to attach themselves to him, because he had 
recognised himself to be the helper called by God, and therefore 
also the Messiah who was promised. ' He gradually declared 

1 The question whether, and in what degree, a man of himself can earn 
righteousness before God, is one of those theoretic questions to which Jesus gave 
no answer. He fixed his attention on all the gradations of the moral and religious 
conduct of his countrymen as they were immediately presented to him, and found 
some prepared for entrance into the kingdom of God, not by a technical mode 
of outward preparation, but by hungering and thirsting for it, and at the same 
time unselfishly serving their brethren. Humility and love unfeigned were always 
the decisive marks ofthese prepared ones. They are to be satisfied with righteousness 
before God, that is, are to receive the blessed feeling that God is gracious to 
them as sinners, and accepts them as his children. Jesus, however, allows the 
popular distinction of sinners and righteous to remain, but exhibits its perverseness 
by calling sinners to himself, and by describing the opposition of the righteous 
to his Gospel as a mark of their godlessness and har(hiess of heart 

2 The blessings of the kingdom were frequently represented by Jesus as a 
reward for work done. But this popular view is again broken through by reference 
to the fact, that all reward is the gift of God*s free grace. 

3 Some Critics — most recently Havet) Le Christianisme et ses origines, 1884. 
T. IV. p. 15 ff. — have called in question the fact that Jesus called himself 
Messiah. But this article of the Evangelic tradition seems to me to stand the 
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himself to the people as such by the names he assumed, ^ for 
the names "Anointed," "King," "Lord," "Son of David," 
" Son of Man," " Son of God," all denote the Messianic office, 
and were familiar to the greater part of the people. ^ But 
though, at first, they express only the call, office, and power 
of the Messiah, yet by means of them and especially by the 
designation Son of God, Jesus pointed to a relation to God 
the Father, then, and in its immediateness unique, as the 
basis of the office with which he was entrusted. He has, 
however, given no further explanation of the mystery of this 
relation than the declaration that the Son alone knoweth the 
Father, and that this knowledge of God and Sonship to Grod 
are secured for all others by the sending of the Son. ' In the 

test of the most minute investigation. But, in the case of Jesus, the consciousness of 
being the Messiah, undoubtedly rested on the certainty of being the Son of God, 
therefore of knowing the Father and being constrained to proclaim that knowledge. 

1 We can gather with certainty from the Gospels that Jesus did not enter 
on his work with the announcement: Believe in me for I am the Messiah. On 
the contrary, he connected his work with the baptising movement of John, but 
he carried that movement further, and thereby made ^e Baptist his forerunner 
(Mark i, 15: 9rffTAi^p«r«< 6 tuup^Q Ktii ^liyytHn 4 ^cwtkifa reO $toO, lurmvotln jcai 
xiortiitTt hv r^ ilayyiAf^), He was in no hurry to urge anything that went 
beyond that message, but gradually prepared, and cautiously required of his 
followers an advance beyond it. The goal to which he led them was to believe 
in him as Messiah ¥rithout putting the usual political construction on the 
Messianic ideal. 

2 Even ^^Son of Man" probably means Messiah: we do not know whether 
Jesus had any special reason for favouring this designation which springs from 
Dan. VII. The objection to interpreting the word as Messiah, reidly resolves 
itself into this, that the disciples (according to the Gospels) did not at once 
recognise him as Messiah. But that is explained by the contrast of his own 
peculiar idea of Messiah with the popular idea. The confession of him as 
Messiah was the keystone of their confidence in him, inasmuch as by that 
confession they separated themselves from old ideas. 

3 The distinction between the Father and the Son stands out just as plainly 
in the sayings of Jesus, as the complete obedient subordination of the Son to 
the Father. Even according to John^s Gospel, Jesus finishes the work which the 
Father has given him, and is obedient in everything even unto death. He 
declares Matt. XIX: 17 : tU S^^^v ^ &yeeA6c. Special notice should be given to 
Mark XIII : 32 (Matt. XXIV : 36). Behind the only manifested life of Jesus, 
later speculation has put a life in which he wrought, not in subordination and 
obedience, but in like independence and dignity with God. That goes beyond 
the utterances of Jesus even in the fourth Gospel. But it is no advance beyond 
these, especially in the religious view and speech of the time, when it is an- 
nounced that the relation of the Father to the Son lies beyond time. It is not 
even improbable that the sayings in the fourth Gospel referring to this, have a 
basis in the preaching of Jesus himself. 
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proclamation of God as Father, ^ as well as in the other proc- 
lamation, that all the members of the kingdom following 
the will of God in love, are to become one with the Son and 
through him with the Father, ^ the message of the realised 
kingdom of God receives its richest, inexhaustible content: 
the Son of the Father will be the first-born among many 
brethren. 

5. Jesus as the Messiah chosen by God has definitely dis- 
tinguished himself from Moses and all the Prophets : as his 
preaching and his work are the fulfilment of the law and the 
prophets, so he himself is not a disciple of Moses, but corrects 
that law-giver; he is not a Prophet, but Master and Lord. He 
proves this Lordship during his earthly ministry in the accom- 
plishment of the mighty deeds given him to do, above all in 
withstanding the Devil and his kingdom,' and — according 



1 Paul knew Uiat the designation of God as the Father of otir Lord Jesus 
Christ, was the new Evangelic confession. Origen was the first among the Fathers 
(though before him Marcion) to recognise that the decisive advance beyond the 
Old Testament stage of religion, was given in the preaching of God as Father; 
see the exposition of the Lord's prayer in his treatise De oratione. No doubt 
the Old Testament, and the later Judaism knew the designation of God as Father; 
but it applied it to the Jewish nation, it did not attach the evangelic meaning 
to the name, and it did not allow itself in any way to be guided in its religion 
by this idea. 

2 See the fareweU discourses in John, the fundamental ideas of which are, in 
my opinion, genuine, that is, proceed from Jesus. 

3 The historian cannot regard a miracle as a sure given historical event: for 
in doing so he destroys the mode of consideration on which all historical in- 
vestigation rests. Every individual miracle remains historically quite doubtful, 
and a summation of things doubtful never leads to certainty. But should the 
historian, notwithstanding, be convinced that Jesus Christ did extraordinary 
things, in the strict sense miraculous things, then, from the unique impression 
he has obtained of this person, he infers the possession by him of supernat- 
ural power. This conclusion itself belongs to Uie province of religious faith: 
though there has seldom been a strong faith which would not have drawn it. 
Moreover, the healing miracles of Jesus are the only ones that come into con- 
sideration in a strict historical examination. These certainly cannot be eliminated 
from the historical accounts without utterly destroying them. But how unfit 
are they of themselves, after 1800 years, to secure any special importance to him 
to whom they are attributed, unless that importance was already established apart 
from them. That he could do with himself what he would, that he createid a 
new thing without overturning the old, that he won men to himself by announc- 
ing the Father, that he inspired without fanaticism, set up a kingdom without 
politics, set men free from the world without asceticism, was a teacher without 
theology, at a time of fanaticism and politics, asceticism and theology, is the 
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to the law of the Kingdom of God — for that very reason in 
the service which he performs. In this service Jesus also 
^^^eckoned the sacrifice of his life, designating it as a 
"Aurpoy" which he offered for the redemption of man. ^ But 
he declared at the same time, that his Messianic work 
was not yet fulfilled in his subjection to death. On the con- 
trary, the close is merely initiated by his death; for the com- 
/^ pletion of the kingdom will only appear when he returns in 
glory in the clouds of heaven to judgment. Jesus seems to 
^have announced this speedy return a short time before his 
death, and to have comforted his disciples at his departure 
with the assurance that he would immediately enter into a 
supramundane position with God.* 

great miracle of his person, and that he who preached the Sermon on the Mount 
declared himself in respect of his life and death, to be the Redeemer and Jndge 
of the world, is the offence and foolishness which mock all reason. 

1 See Mark X. 45. — That Jesus at the celebration of the first Lord's supper 
described his death as a sacrifice which he should offer for the forgiveness of 
sin, is clear from the account of Paul. From that account it appears to be cer- 
tain, that Jesus gave expression to the idea of the necessity and saving signifi- 
cance of his death for the forgiveness of sins, in a symbolical ordinance (based 
on the conclusion of the covenant, Exod. XXIV. 3 ff., perhaps, as Paul presup- 
poses, on the Passover), in order that his disciples by repeating it in accordance 
with the will of Jesus, might be the more deeply impressed by it. Certain ob- 
servations based on John VI, on the supper prayer in the Didache, nay, even on 
the report of Mark, and supported at the same time by features of the earliest 
practice in which it had the character of a real meal, and the earliest theory of 
the supper, which viewed it as a communication of eternal life and an 
anticipation of the future existence, have for years made me doubt very much 
whether the Pauline account and the Pauline conception of it, were really either 
the oldest, or the universal and therefore only one. I have been strengthened 
in this suspicion by the profound and remarkable investigation of Spitta (z. 
Gesch. u. Litt. d. Urchristenthums : Die urchristl. Traditionen tl den Urspr. u. 
Sinn d. Abendmahls, 1893). He sees in the supper as not instituted, but cele- 
brated by Jesus, the festival of the Messianic meal, the anticipated triumph over 
death, the expression of the perfection of the Messianic work, the symbolic re- 
presentation of the filling of believers with the powers of the Messianic king- 
dom and life. The reference to the Passover and the death of Christ was at- 
tached to it later, though it is true very soon. How much is thereby explain- 
ed that was hidierto obscure — critical, historical, and dogmatico-historical 
questions-— cannot at all be stated briefly. And yet I hesitate to give a fuU 
recognition to Spitta's exposition: the words I. Cor. XI. 33: iyd ykp TUfiAa^ov 
kirh ToO Mvp/oVf i Kcit irapi^mxa ^fju¥ xrA, are too strong for me. Cf. besides, 
Weizsacker's investigation in ^ The Apostolic Age." Lobstein, La doctrine de la s. 
cine, 1889. A. Hamack i. d. Texten u. Unters. VII. 2. p. 139 ff. SchUrer, Theol. 
Lit. Ztg. 1 89 1 p. 29 ff. JtUicher Abhandl. f. WeizsUcker 1892, p. 215 ff. 

2 With regard to the eschatology, no one can say in detail what proceeds 
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6. The instructions of Jesus to his disciples are accordingly 
dominated by the thought that the end, the day and hour 
of which, however, no one knows, is at hand. In consequence 
of this, also, the exhortation to renounce all earthly good takes 
a prominent place. But Jesus does not impose ascetic com- 
mandments as a new law, far less does he see in asceticism 
as such, sanctification ' — he himself did not live as an ascetic, 
but was reproached as a wine-bibber — but he prescribed a 
perfect simplicity and purity of disposition, and a singleness 
of heart which remains invariably the same in trouble and 
renunciation, in possession and use of earthly good. A uni- 
form equality of all in the conduct of life is not commanded: 
''To whom much is given, of him much shall be required." 
The disciples are kept as far from fanaticism and overrating 
of spiritual results as from asceticism. ''Rejoice not that the 
spirits are subject to you, but rejoice that your names are 
written in heaven.*' When they besought him to teach them 
to pray, he taught them the " Lord's prayer ", a prayer which 
demands such a collected mind, and such a tranquil, childlike 
elevation of the heart to God, that it cannot be offered at all 
by minds subject to passion or preoccupied by any daily cares. 

7. Jesus himself did not found a new religious community, 
but gathered round him a circle of disciples and chose Apostles 
whom he commanded to preach the Gospel. His preaching 
was universalistic inasmuch as it attributed no value to cere- 
monialism as such, and placed the fulfilment of the Mosaic 
law in the exhibition of its moral contents, partly against or 
beyond the letter. He made the law perfect by harmonising 
its particular requirements with the fundamental moral require- 

from JesTis, and what from the disciples. What has been said in the text does 
not claim to be certain, but only probable. The most important, and at the 
same time the most certain point is, that Jesus made the definitive fate of the 
individual depend on faith, humility and love. There are no passages in the 
Gospel which conflict with the impression that Jesus reserved day and hour to 
God, and wrought in faith and patience as long as for him it was day. 

I He did not impose on every one, or desire from every one even the out- 
ward following of himself: see Mark V. 18-19. The ^^mitation of Jesus*', in 
the strict sense of the word, did not play any noteworthy r61e either in the 
Apostolic or in the old Catholic period. 
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ments which were also expressed in the Mosaic law. He 
emphasised these fundamental requirements more decidedly 
than was done by the law itself, and taught that all details 
should be referred to them and deduced from them. The 
external righteousness of Pharisaism was thereby declared to 
be not only an outer covering, but also a fraud, and the bond 
which still united religion and nationality in Judaism was 
sundered. ^ Political and national elements may probably have 

I It is asserted by well-infonned investigators, and may be inferred from the 
Gospels (Mark. XII. 32-34: Luke X. 27, 28), perhaps also from the Jewish 
original of the Didache, that some representatives of Pharisaism, beside the 
pedantic treatment of the law, attempted to concentrate it on the fundamental 
moral commandments. Consequently, in Palestinian and Alexandrian Judaism 
at the time of Christ, in virtue of the prophetic word and the Thora, influenced 
also, perhaps, by the Greek spirit which everywhere gave the stimulus to in- 
wardness, the path was indicated in which the future development of religion 
was to follow. Jesus entered fuUy into the view of the law thus attempted, which 
comprehended it as a whole and traced it back to the disposition. But he freed 
it from the contradiction that adhered to it, (because, in spite of and alongside 
the tendency to a deeper perception, men still persisted in deducing righteous- 
ness from a punctilious observance of numerous particular commandments, be- 
cause in so doing they became self-satisfied, that is, irreligious, and beoiuse 
in belonging to Abraham they thought they had a claim of right on God). For 
all that, so far as a historical understanding of the activity of Jesus is at all 
possible, it is to be obtained from the soil of Pharisaism, as the Pharisees were 
those who cherished and developed the Messianic expectations, and because, along 
with their care for the Thora, they sought also to preserve, in their own way, 
the prophetic inheritance. If everything does not deceive us, there were already 
contained in the Pharisaic theology of the age, speculations which were fitted to 
modify considerably the narrow view of history, and to prepare for universalism. 
The very men who tithed mint, anise and cummin, who kept their cups and dishes 
outwardly clean, who, hedging round the Thora, attempted to hedge round the 
people, spoke ako of the sum total of the law. They made room in their the- 
ology for new ideas which are partly to be described as advances, and on the 
other hand, they have already pondered the question even in relation to the 
law, whether submission to its main contents was not sufficient for being num- 
bered among the people of the covenant (see Renan: Paul), In partictdar the 
whole sacrificial system, which Jesus also essentially ignored, was therewith thrust 
into the back ground. Baldensperger (Selbstbewusstsein Jesu. p. 46) justly says, 
^ There lie before us definite marks that the certainty of the nearness of God in 
the Temple (from the time of the Maccabees) begins to waver, and the efficacy 
of the temple institutions to be called in question. Its recent desecration by 
the Romans, appears to the author of the Psalms of Solomon (II. 2) as a kind 
of Divine requital for the sons of Israel themselves having been guilty of so 
grossly profaning the sacrificial gifts. Enoch caUs the shew bread of the second 
Temple polluted and unclean .... There had crept in among the pious a feeling 
of the insufficiency of their worship, and from this side the Essenic schism wUl 
certainly represent only the open outbreak of a disease which had already be- 
gun to gnaw secretly at the religious life of the nation *' : see here the excellent 
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been made prominent in the hopes of the future, as Jesus ap- 

ezplanations of the origin of Essenism in Lucins (Essenism. 75 ff. 109 ff.) The 
spread of Judaism in die world, the secularization and apostacy of the priestly 
caste, the desecration of the Temple, the building of the Temple at Leontopolis, 
the perception brought about by the spiritualising of religion in the empire of 
Alexander the Great, that no blood of beast can be a means of reconciling 
God — all these circumstances must have been absolutely dangerous and fatal, 
both to the local centralisation of worship, and to the statutory sacrificial 
system. The proclamation of Jesus (and of Stephen) as to the overdirow of the 
Temple, is therefore no absolutely new thing, nor is the fact that Judaism fell 
back upon the law and the Messianic hope, a mere result of the destruction of 
the Temple. This change was rather prepared by the inner development. What- 
ever point in the preaching of Jesus we may fix on, we shaU find, that — apart 
from the writings of the Prophets and the Psalms, which originated in the Greek 
Maccabean periods — parallels can be found only in Pharisaism, but at the same, 
time that the sharpest contrasts must issue from it. Talmudic Judaism is not in 
every respect the genuine continuance of Pharisaic Judaism, but a product of the 
decay which attests that the rejection of Jesus by the spiritual leaders of the 
people had deprived the nation, and even the Virtuosi of Religion of their best 
part: (see for this the expositions of Kuenen ^^Judaismus und Christenthum", 
in his (Hibbert) lectures on national religions and world religions.) The ever 
recurring attempts to deduce the origin of Christianity from Hellenism, or even 
from the "Roman Greek culture, are there also rightly, briefly and tersely 
rejected. Also the hypotheses, which either entirely eliminate the person of 
Jesus or make him an Essene, or subordinate him to the person of Paul, may 
be regarded as definitively settled. Those who think they can ascertain the origin 
of Christian religion from the origin of Christian Theology will, indeed, always 
think of Hellenism: Paul will eclipse the person of Jesus with those who be- 
lieve that a religion for the world must be bom with a universalistic doctrine. 
Finally, Essenism will continue in authority with those who see in the position 
of indifference which Jesus took to the Temple worship, the main thing, and 
who, besides, create for themselves an ^^ Essenism of their own finding". Hel- 
lenism, and also Essenism, can of course indicate to the historian some of the 
conditions by which the appearance of Jesus was prepared and rendered possible; 
but they explain only the possibility, not the reality of the appearance. But this 
with its historically not deducible power is the decisive thing. If some one has 
recently said that ^ the historical speciality of the person of Jesus " is not the 
main thing in Christianity, he has thereby betrayed that he does not know 
how a religion that is worthy of the name is founded, propagated, and main- 
tained. For the latest attempt to put the Gospel in a historical connection with 
Buddhism (Seydel. Das Ev. von Jesus in seinen Verhaltnissen zur Buddha-sage, 
1882 : likewise, Die Buddha-Legende und das Leben Jesu, 1884), see, Oldenburg, 
Theol. Lit.-Ztg. 1882. Col. 415 f. 1884. 185 f. However much necessarily re- 
mains obscure to us in the ministry of Jesus when we seek to place it in a 
historical connection, — what is known is sufficient to confirm the judgment that 
his preaching developed a germ in the religion of Israel (see the Psalms) which 
was finally guarded and in many respects developed by the Pharisees, but which 
languished and died under their gusirdianship. The power of development which 
Jesus imported to it was not a power which he himself had to borrow from 
without; but doctrine and speculation were as far from him as ecstasy and vi- 
sions. On the other hand, we must remember we do not know the history of 
Jesus up to his public entrance on his ministry, and that therefore we do not 
know whether in his native province he had any connection with Greeks. 
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propriated them for his preaching. But from the conditions 
to which the realising of the hopes for the individual was 
attached, there already shone the clearer ray which was to 
eclipse those elements, and one saying such as Matt. XXII. 21., 
annulled at once political religion and religious politics. 

Supplement i. — The idea of the inestimable inherent value 
of every individual human soul, already dimly appearing in 
several psalms, and discerned by Greek Philosophers, though 
as a rule developed in contradiction to religion, stands out 
plainly in the preaching of Jesus. It is united with the idea 
of God as Father, and is the complement to the message of 
the communion of brethren realising itself in love. In this 
sense the Gospel is at once profoundly individualistic and 
Socialistic. The prospect of gaining life, and preserving it 
for ever, is therefore also the highest which Jesus has set 
forth; it is not, however, to be a motive, but a reward of 
grace. In the certainty of this prospect, which is the con- 
verse of renouncing the world, he has proclaimed the sure 
hope of the resurrection, and consequently the most abundant 
compensation for the loss of the natural life. Jesus put an 
end to the vacillation and uncertainty which in this respect 
still prevailed among the Jewish people of his day. The 
confession of the Psalmist, "Whom have I in heaven but thee, 
and there is none upon the earth that I desire beside thee", 
and the fulfilling of the Old Testament commandment, " Love 
thy neighbour as thyself", were for the first time presented 
in their connection in the person of Jesus. He himself there- 
fore is Christianity, for the " impression of his person convinced 
the disciples of the facts of forgiveness of sin and the second 
birth, and gave them courage to believe in and to lead a 
new life". We cannot therefore state the "doctrine" of Jesus; 
for it appears as a supramundane life which must be felt in 
the person of Jesus, and its truth is guaranteed by the fact 
that such a life can be lived. 

Supplement 2. — The history of the Gospel contains two 
great transitions, both of which, however, fall within the first 
century; from Christ to the first generation of believers, in- 
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eluding Paul, and from the first, Jewish Christian, generation 
of these believers to the Gentile Christians, in other words: 
from Christ to the brotherhood of believers in Christ, and 
from this to the incipient Catholic Church. No later transi- 
tions in the Church can be compared with these in importance. 
As to the first, the question has frequently been asked, (is 
the Gospel of Christ to be the authority or the Gospel con- 
cerning Christ ? ) But the strict dilemma here is false. The 
Gospel certainly is the Gospel of Christ. For it has only, in ^ 
the sense of Jesus, fulfilled its Mission when the Father has 
been declared to men as he was known by the Son, and 
where the life is swayed by the realities and principles which 
ruled the life of Jesus Christ. But it is in accordance with 
the mind of Jesus and at the same time a fact of history, 
that this Gospel can only be appropriated and adhered to 
in connection with a believing surrender to the person of 
Jesus Christ. (Yet every dogmatic formula is suspicious, be- 
cause it is fitted to wound the spirit of religion ; it should " 
not at least be put before the living experience in order to 
evoke it ; for such a procedure is really the admission of the 
half belief which thinks it necessary that the impression made 
by the person must be supplemented. The essence of the matter 
is a personal life which awakens life around it as the fire of 
one torch kindles another. Early as weakness of faith is in 
the Church of Christ, it is no earlier than the procedure of 
making a formulated and ostensibly proved confession the 
foundation of faith, and therefore demanding, above all, subjec- 
tion to this confession. Faith assuredly is propagated by the ,. 
testimony of faith, but dogma is not in itself that testimony. 
The peculiar character of the Christian religion is conditioned 
by the fact, that every reference to God is at the same time 
a reference to Jesus Christ, and vice versa. In this sense the 
Person of Christ is the central point of the religion and insep- 
arably united with the substance of piety, as a sure reliance 
on God. Such a union does not, as is supposed, bring a 
foreign element into the pure essence of religion. The pure 
essence of religion rather demands such a union; for ''the 
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reverence for persons, the inner bowing before the manifes- 
tation of moral power and goodness is the root of all true 
religion" (W. Herrmann). But the Christian religion knows 
and names only one name before which it bows. In this 
rests its positive character, in all else, as piety, it is by its 
strictly spiritual and inward attitude not a positive religion 
alongside of others, but religion itself. But just because 
the Person of Christ has this significance is the knowledge 
and understanding of the " historical Christ " required : for no 
other comes within the sphere of our knowledge. "The his- 

^torical Christ" that, to be sure, is not the powerless Christ of 
contemporary history shewn to us through a coloured biogjraph- 
ical medium, or dissipated in all sorts of controversies, but 
Christ as a power and as a life which towers above our own 
life, and enters into our life as God's Spirit and God's Word, 
(see Herrmann, Der Verkehr des Christen mit Gott. 2. Edit. 
1892, [i.e., *The Fellowship of the Christian with God", an 
important work included in the present series of translations. 
Ed.] JCahler, Der sog. historische Jesus und der geschichtliche 
biblische Christus, 1892). But historical labour and investiga- 
tion are needed in order to grasp this Jesus Christ ever more 
firmly and surely. 

As to the second transition, it brought with it the most 

^ important changes which, however, became clearly manifest 
only after the lapse of some generations. They appear, first, 
in the belief in holy consecrations, efficacious in themselves, 
and administered by chosen persons ; further, in the conviction, 
that the relation of the individual to God and Christ is, above 
all, conditioned on the acceptance of a definite divinely attested 
law of faith and holy writings; further, in the opinion that 
God has established Church arrangements, observance of which 
is necessary and meritorious, as well as in the opinion that 
a visible earthly community is the people of a new covenant. 
These assumptions, which formally constitute the essence of 
Catholicism as a religion, have no support in the teaching of 
Jesus, nay, offend against that teaching. 

Supplement 3. — The question as to what new thing Christ 
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has brought, answered by Paul in the words, " If any man be 
in Christ he is a new creature, old things are passed away, 
behold all things are become new", has again and again been 
pointedly put since the middle of the second century by Apol- 
ogists, Theologians and religious Philosophers, within and 
without the Church, and has received the most varied answers. 
Few of the answers have reached the height of the Pauline 
confession. But where one cannot attain to this confession, 
one ought' to make clear to oneself, that every answer which 
does not lie in the line of it, is altogether unsatisfactory; for 
it is not difficult to set over against every article from the 
preaching of Jesus an observation which deprives it of its ori- 
ginality. It is the Person, it is the fact of his life that is 
new and creates the new. The way in which he called forth 
and established a people of God on earth, which has become 
sure of God and of eternal life, the way in which he set up 
a new thing in the midst of the old and transformed the re- 
ligion of Israel into the religion^ that is the mystery of his 
Person, in which lies his unique and permanent position in 
the history of humanity. 

Supplement 4. — The conservative position of Jesus towards 
the religious traditions of his people had the necessary result, 
that his preaching and his Person were placed by believers 
in the frame-work of this tradition, which was thereby very 
soon greatly expanded. But, though this way of understand- 
ing the Gospel was certainly at first the only possible way, 
and though the Gospel itself could only be preserved by such 
means (see § i), yet it cannot be mistaken that a displace- 
ment in the conception of the Person and preaching of Jesus, 
and a burdening of religious faith, could not but forthwith 
set in, from which developments followed, the premises of which 
would be vainly sought for in the words of the Lord (see 
§ § 3, 4). But here the question arises as to whether the Gospel 
is not inseparably connected with the eschatological world- 
renouncing element with which it entered into the world, so 
that its being is destroyed where this is omitted. A few words 
may be devoted to this question. The Gospel possesses prop- 
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erties which oppose every positive religion, because they 
depreciate it, and these properties form the kernel of the 
Gospel. The disposition which is devoted to God, humble, 
ardent and sincere in its love to Grod and to the brethren, 
is, as an abiding habit, law, and at the same time, a gift of the 
Gospel, and also finally exhausts it. This quiet, peaceful 
element was, at the beginning, strong and vigorous even in 
those who lived in the world of ecstasy, and expected the 
world to come. One may be named for all, Paul; He who 
wrote I. Cor. XIII. and Rom. VIII. should not, in spite of 
all that he has said elsewhere, be called upon to witness that 
the nature of the Gospel is exhausted in its world-renouncing, 
ecstatic and eschatological elements, or at least, that it is so 
inseparably united with these, as to fall along with them. He 
who wrote those chapters, and the greater than he who prom- 
ised the kingdom of heaven to children, and to those who 
were hungering and thirsting for righteousness, he to whom 
tradition ascribes the words: "Rejoice not that the spirits 
are subject to you, but rather rejoice that your names 
are written in heaven" — both attest that the Gospel lies 
above the antagonisms between this world and the next, work 
and retirement from the world, reason and ecstasy, Judaism 
and Hellenism. And because it lies above them it may be 
united with either, as it originally unfolded its powers under 
the ruins of the Jewish religion. But still more; it not only 
can enter into union with them, it must do so if it is other- 
wise the religion of the living and is itself living. It has 
only one aim; that man may find God and have him as his 
own God, in order to gain in him humility and patience, peace, 
joy and love. How it reaches this goal through the advanc- 
ing centuries, whether with the co-efficients of Judaism or 
Hellenism, of renunciation of the world or of culture, of my- 
sticism or the doctrine of predestination, of Gnosticism or 
Agnosticism, and whatever other incrustations there may yet 
be which can defend the kernel, and under which alone living 
elements can grow — all that belongs to the centuries. How- 
ever each individual Christian may reckon to the treasure 



Chap, ii.] PRESUPPOSITIONS 75 

itself the earthly vessel in which he hides his treasure; it is 
the duty and the right not only of the religious, but also of 
the historical estimate to distinguish between the vessel and 
the treasure; for the Gospel did not enter into the world as 
a positive statutory religion, and cannot therefore have its classic 
manifestation in any form of its intellectual or social types, 
not even in the first, (it is therefore the duty of the histo- 
rian of the first century of the Church, as well as that of 
those which follow, not to be content with fixing the changes 
of the Christian religion, but to examine how far the new forms 
were capable of defending, propagating and impressing the 
Gospel itselfj (it would probably have perished if the forms 
of primitive Christianity had been scrupuously maintained in'^ 
the Church; but now primitive Christianity has perished in 
order that the Gospel might be preserved.) To study this pro- 
gress of the development, and fix the significance of the new- 
ly received forms for the kernel of the matter, is the last 
and highest task of the historian who himself lives in his sub- 
ject. He who approaches from without must be satisfied with ^ 
the general view, that in the history of the Church some things 
have always remained, and other things have always been 
changing. 
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§ 3. The Common Preaching concerning yesus Christ in the 

First Generation of Believers. 



J 



Men had met with Jesus Christ and in him had found the 
^^^essiah. They were convinced that God had made him to be 
wisdom and righteousness, sanctification and redemption. There 
was no hope that did not seem to be certified in him, no 
lofty idea which had not become in him a living reality. 
Everything that one possessed was offered to him. He was 
everything lofty that could be imagined. Ever)rthing that can 
be said of him was already said in the first two generations 
after his appearance. Nay, more: he was felt and known to 
be the ever living one. Lord of the world and operative principle 
of one's own life. " To me to live is Christ and to die is gain ;" 
^ " He is the way, the truth and the life." One could now for 
the first time be certain of the resurrection and eternal life, 
and with that certainty the sorrows of the world melted away 
like mist before the sun, and the residue of this present 
time became as a day. This group of facts which the history 
of the Gospel discloses in the world, is at the same time the 
highest and most unique of all that we meet in. that history : | 
it is its seal and distinguishes it from all other universal reli- 
gions. Where in the history of mankind can we find anything 
resembling this, that men who had eaten and drank with their 
Master should glorify him, not only as the revealer of God, 
but as the Prince of life, as the Redeemer and Judge of the 
world, as the living power of its existence, and that a choir 
of Jews and Gentiles, Greeks and Barbarians, wise and foolish, 
should along with them immediately confess that out of the 
fulness of this one man they have received grace for grace? « 
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It has been said that Islam furnishes the unique example of 
a religion born in broad daylight, but the community of 
Jesus was also born in the clear light of day. The darkness 
connected with its birth is occasioned not only by the imper- 
fection of the records, but by the uniqueness of the fact, 
which refers us back to the uniqueness of the Person of Jesus. 
But though it certainly is the first duty of the historian to 
signalise the overpowering impression made by the Person of 
Jesus on the disciples, which is the basis of all further develop- 
ments, it would little become him to renounce the critical 
examination of all the utterances which have been connected 
with that Person with the view of elucidating and glorifying 
it; unless he were with Origen to conclude that Jesus was to 
each and all whatever they fancied him to be for their edifi- 
cation. But this would destroy the personality. Others are of 
opinion that we should conceive him, in the sense of the early 
communities, as the second God who is one in essence with 
the Father, in order to understand from this point of view 
all the declarations and judgments of these communities. But 
this h}rpothesis leads to the most violent distortion of the 
original declarations, and the suppression or concealment of 
their most obvious features. (The duty of the historian rather ' 
consists in fixing the common features of the faith of the first 
two generations, in explaining them as far as possible from 
the belief that Jesus is Messiah, and in seeking analogies for 
the several assertions. Only a very meagre sketch can be 
given in what follows. The presentation of the matter, in the 
frame-work of the history of dogma does not permit of more, 
because as noted above, § i, the presupposition of dogma 
forming itself in the Gentile Church is not the whole infinitely 
rich abundance of early Christian views and perceptions. That 
presupposition is simply a proclamation of the one God and 
of Christ transferred to Greek soil, fixed merely in its leading 
features and otherwise very plastic, accompanied by a message 
regarding the future and demands for a holy life. At the 
same time the Old Testament and the early Christian Pales- 
tinian writings with the rich abundance of their contents, did 
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certainly exercise a silent mission in the earliest communities, till 
by the creation of the canon they became a power in the Church. 

I. The contents of the faith of the disciples, * and the 
common proclamation which united them, may be comprised 
in the following propositions. Jesus of Nazareth is the Mes- 
siah promised by the prophets. Jesus after his death is by 
the Divine awakening raised to the right hand of God, and 
will soon return to set up his kingdom visibly upon the earth. 
He who believes in Jesus, and has been received into the 
community of the disciples of Jesus, who, in virtue of a sincere 
change of mind, calls on God as Father, and lives according 
to the commandments of Jesus, is a saint of God, and as such 
can be certain of the sin-forgiving grace of Grod, and of a 
share in the future glory, that is, of redemption. * 

A community of Christian believers was formed within 
the Jewish national community. By its organisation, the close 
brotherly union of its members, it bore witness to the 
impression which the Person of Jesus had made on it, and 
drew from faith in Jesus and hope of his return, the assurance 
of eternal life, the power of believing in Grod the Father and 
of fulfilling the lofty moral and social commands which Jesus 
had set forth. They knew themselves to be the true Israel of 
the Messianic time (see §1), and for that very reason lived 
with all their thoughts and feelings in the future. Hence the 
Apocalyptic hopes which in manifold types were current in 
the Judaism of the time, and which Jesus had not demolished, 
continued to a great extent in force, (see § 4). One guarantee 
for their fulfilment was supposed to be possessed in the various 
manifestations of the Spirit,' which were displayed in the 

1 See the brilliftnt investigations of Weizsacker (Apost. Zeitalter. p. 36) as 
to the earliest significant names, self-designations, of the disciples. The 
twelve were in the first place ^^ fMr^ra/," (disciples and family-circle of Jesus, 
see also the significance of James and the brethren of Jesus), then witnesses of 
the resurrection and therefore Apostles; very soon there appeared beside them, 
even in Jerusalem, Prophets and Teachers. 

2 The christian preaching is very pregnantly described in Acts XXVIII. 31. 
as fotpCvo'ttif 7ii¥ BdM'<Af /ay toO BioO, koI hhAvimv rit vrtfi to6 xvpiw ^hivoG X^rroG, 

3 On the spirit of God (of Christ) see note, p. 50. The earliest christians 
felt the influence of the spirit as one coming on them from without. 
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members of the new communities at their entrance, with which 
an act of baptism seems to have been united from the very 
first, ^ and in their gatherings. They were a guarantee that 
believers really were the ^xxAifW^ rod ttoVf those called to be 
saints, and as such kings and priests unto God ^ for whom the 
world, death and devil are overcome, although they still rule 
the course of the world. The confession of the God of Israel 
as the Father of Jesus, and of Jesus as Christ and Lord ' was 
sealed by the testimony of the possession of the Spirit, which as 



1 It cannot be directly proved that Jesus instituted baptism, for Matt. XXVm. 
19, is not a saying of tbe Lord. The reasons for this assertion are. (i) It is 
only a later stage of the tradition that represents the risen Christ as delivering 
speeches and giving commandments. Paul knows nothing of it. (2) The Trini- 
tarian formula is foreign to the mouth of Jesus and has not the authority in the 
Apostolic age which it must have had, if it had descended from Jesus himself. 
On the other hand, Paul knows of no other way of receiving the Gentiles into 
the Christian communities than by baptism, and it is highly probable that in the 
time of Paul all Jewish Christians were also baptised. We may perhaps assume 
that the practice of baptism was continued in consequence of Jesu^s recognition 
of John the Baptist and his baptism, even after John himself had been removed. 
According to John. IV. 2. Jesus himself baptised not, but his disciples under his 
superintendence. It is possible only with the help of tradition to trace back to 
Jesus a ^^ Sacrament of Baptism," or an obligation to it ex necessitate saluHs^ 
though it is credible that tradition is correct here. Baptism in the Apostolic age 
was c/c Hi^o'tv dfutfTiSv, and indeed f/c rd 'Svofia %pi0T00 (i. Cor. I. 13: Acts 
XIX. 5). We cannot make out when the formula ih rd ivofiet roG xaerp^^t ^uu 
TO0 t)io0, xai r00 iy/ov mnCfioroQ^ emerged. The formula flc Td '6¥0na expresses 
that the person baptised is put into a relation of dependence on him into whose 
name he is baptised. Paul has given baptism a relation to the death of Christ, 
or justly inferred it from the ih H^t^tv iftaprtih. The descent of the spirit on 
the baptised very soon ceased to be regarded as the necessary and immediate 
result of baptism; yet Paul, and probably his contemporaries also, considered 
the grace of baptism and die communication of the spirit to be inseparably 
united. See Scholten, Die Taufformel. 1885. Holtzman. Die Taufe im N. T. 
Ztsch. f. wiss. Theol. 1879. 

2 The designation of Uie Christian community as inxMic/tt^ originates perhaps 
vrith Paul, though that is by no means certain; see as to this ^^ name of honour," 
Sohm, Kirchenrecht, Vol. I. p. 16 if. The words of the Lord, Matt XVI. 18: 
XVIII. 17, belong to a later period. According to Gal. I. 22. r«7( iv x^trrt^ 
is added to the r«7c Ixxki^viaiQ r^q ^lovieUaq, The independence of every indi- 
vidual Christian in, and before God is strongly insisted on in the Epistles of 
Paul, and in the Epistle of Peter, and in the Christian portions of Revelations: 
I^Ttf/iftf'ffv iffc&( fiact^Unt, it^lq r^ it^ hm icarfii atrroff, 

3 Jesus is regarded with adoring reverence as Messiah and Lord, that is, these 
are regarded as the names which his Father has given him. Christians are those 
who call on the name of the Lord Jesus Christ (i Cor. i. 2): every creature 
must bow before him and confess him as Lord (Phil. II. 9): see Deissmann on 
the N. T. formula ^ in Christo Jesu." 
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Spirit of God assured every individual of his call to the kingdom, 
united him personally with God himself and became to him 
the pledge of future glory. • 

2. (As the Kingdom of God which was announced had not 
yet visibly appeared, as the appeal to the Spirit could not 
be separated from the appeal to Jesus as Messiah, and as 
there was actually nothing possessed but the reality of the 
Person of Jesus, so in preaching all stress must necessarily 
fall on this Person. ) sXo believe in him was the decisive fun- 
damental requirement,^ and, at first, under the presupposition 
of the religion of Abraham and the Prophets, the sure guar- 
antee of salvation. It is not surprising then to find that in 
the earliest Christian preaching Jesus Christ comes before us 
as frequently as the Kingdom of God in the preaching of 
Jesus himself. The image of Jesus, and the power which pro- 
ceeded from it, were the things which were really possessed. 
Whatever was expected was expected only from Jesus the 
exalted and returning one. The proclamation that the King- 
dom of Heaven is at hand, must therefore become the procla- 
mation that Jesus is the Christ, and that in him the revela- 
tion of God is complete. He who lays hold of Jesus lays hold 
in him of the grace of God, and of a full salvation. We 
cannot, however, call this in itself a displacement : but as soon 
as the proclamation that Jesus is the Christ ceased to be 
made with the same emphasis and the same meaning that it 
had in his own preaching, and what sort of blessings they 
were which he brought, not only was a displacement inevi- 
table, but even a dispossession. But every dispossession re- 
quires the given forms to be filled with new contents. Simple 
as was the pure tradition of the confession : " Jesus is the Christ," 

3 The confession of Father, Son and Spirit is therefore the unfolding of the 
belief that Jesus is the Christ : but there was no intention of expressing by this 
confession the essential equality of the three persons, or even the sindlar rela- 
tion of the Christian to them. On the contrary, the Father, in it, is regarded 
as the God and Father over all, the Son as revealer, redeemer and Lord, the 
Spirit as a possession, principle of the new supernatural life, and of holiness. 
From the Epistles of Paul we perceive that the Formula Father, Son and Spirit 
could not yet have been customary, especially in Baptism. But it was approach- 
ing (3 Cor. Xm. 13). 
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the task of rightly appropriating and handing down entire 
the peculiar contents which Jesus had given to his self-wit- 
nessing and preaching was nevertheless great, and in its limit 
uncertain. Even the Jewish Christian could perform this task only 
according to the measure of his spiritual understanding and 
the strength of his religious life. Moreover, the external po- 
sition of the first communities in the midst of contemporaries t^ 
who had crucified and rejected Jesus, compelled them to 
prove, as their main duty, that Jesus really was the Messiah 
who was promised. Consequently, ever}rthing united to bring 
the first communities to the conviction that the proclamation l^ 
of the Gospel with which they were entrusted, resolved itself 
into the proclamation that Jesus is the Christ. The SiSio-xfiy 
ri^piiy Trirrx hx herslKaro i *lfi90tj^ (teaching to observe all 
that Jesus had commanded), a thing of heart and life, could 
not lead to reflection in the same degree, as the iiiiaKstv Sri 
oSri^ hriv i ^^p/ari^ tov ieov (teaching that this is the Christ 
of God): for a community which possesses the Spirit does not 
reflect on whether its conception is right, but, especially a 
missionary community, on what the certainty of its faith rests. 
The proclamation of Jesus as the Christ, though rooted en- 
tirely in the Old Testament, took its start from the exaltation 
of Jesus, which again resulted from his suffering and death. 
The proof that the entire Old Testament points to him, and 
that his person, his deeds and his destiny are the actual and 
precise fulfilment of the Old Testament predictions, was the 
foremost interest of believers, so far as they at all looked 
backwards. This proof was not used in the first place for the 
purpose of making the meaning and value of the Messianic 
work of Jesus more intelligible, of which it did not seem to 
be in much need, but to confirm the Messiahship of Jesus. 
Still, points of view for contemplating the Person and work 
of Jesus could not fail to be got from the words of the Proph- 
ets. The fundamental conception of Jesus dominating every- 
thing was, according to the Old Testament, that God had 
chosen him and through him the Church. God had chosen 
him and made him to be both Lord and Christ. He had 
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made over to him the work of setting up the Kingdom, and 
had led him through death and resurrection to a supra- 
mundane position of sovereignty, in which he would soon vi- 
sibly appear and bring about the end. The hope of Christ's 

"" speedy return was the most important article in the "Christol- 
ogy/' inasmuch as his work was regarded as only reaching 
its conclusion by that return.. It was the most difficult, inas- 
much as the Old Testament contained nothing of a second < 
advent of Messiah. Belief in the second advent became the 
specific Christian belief. 

But the searching in the scriptures of the Old Testament, 
that is, in the prophetic texts, had already, in estimating the 
Person and dignity of Christ, given an important impulse to- 
wards transcending the frame-work of the idea of the theoc- 

^ racy completed solely in and for Israel, l Moreover, belief in 
the exaltation of Christ to the right hand of God, caused 
men to form a corresponding idea of the beginning of his 
existence. The missionary work among the Gentiles, so soon 
begun and so rich in results, threw a new light on the range 
of Christ's purpose and work, and led to the consideration of 
its significance for the whole human race. Finally, the self- 
testimony of Jesus summoned them to ponder his relation to 
God the Father, with the presuppositions of that relation, and 
to give it expression in intelligible statements. Speculation 
had already begun on these four points in the Apostolic age, 
and had resulted in very different utterances as to the Per- 
son and dignity of Jesus (§ 4). ' 

I The Christological utterances which are found in the New Testament 
writings, so far as they explain and paraphrase the confession of Jesus as the 
Christ and the Lord, may be almost entirely deduced from one or other of the 
four points mentioned in the text. But we must at the same time insist, that 
these declarations were meant to be explanations of the confession that ^^ Jesus 
is the Lord," which of course included the recognition that Jesus by the resur- 
rection became a heavenly being (see Weizsacker, in above mentioned work 
p. no). The solemn protestation of Paul. I Cor. XII: 3; hb yympt^m ^fu¥ 9r< 
obhU «v wwCiiOvt UoO kxXSv 9jyti ANA9EMA IHSOTS, xdu oh^§U i^varai tl^nlv 
KTPIOS IHSOTS (/ fiij h mt^fiart dyf^ (cf. Rom. X. 9), shews that he who 
acknowledged Jesus as the Lord, and accordingly believed in the resurrection of 
Jesus, was regarded as a full-bom Christian. It undoubtedly excludes from the 
Apostolic age the independent authority of any christological dogma besides that 
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3. Since Jesus had appeared and was believed on as the 
Messiah promised by the Prophets, the aim and contents of 
his mission seemed already to be therewith stated with suf- 
ficient clearness. Further, as the work of Christ was not yet 
completed, the view of those contemplating it was, above all, 
turned to the future. But in virtue of express words of Jesus, 
and in the consciousness of having received the Spirit of God, 
one was already certain of the forgiveness of sin dispensed 
by God, of righteousness before him, of the full knowledge 
of the Divine will, and of the call to the future Kingdom as a 
present possession. In the procuring of these blessings not a 
few perceived with certainty the results of the first advent of 
Messiah, that is, his work. This work might be seen in the 
whole activity of Christ. But as the forgiveness of sins might 
be conceived as the blessing of salvation which included with 
certainty every other blessing, as Jesus had put his death in 
express relation with this blessing, and as the fact of this 
death so mysterious and offensive required a special explana- 
tion, there appeared in the foreground from the very begin- 
ning the confession, in i Cor. XV. 3 : xxpdaKx ufiJy h vpurotfj 
i xa) T»piXa0oif, Uri ;^pi0'rd^ iiritayiv ifirip ru¥ ifAapri&v ^fiav. 
"I delivered unto you first of all that which I also received,/ 
that Christ died for our sins** Not only Paul, for whom, in 
virtue of his special reflections and experiences, the cross of 
Christ had become the central point of all knowledge, but 
also the majority of believers, must have regarded the preach- 
ing of the death of the Lord as an essential article in 
the preaching of Christ, ^ seeing that, as a rule, they placed 

confession and the worship of Girist connected with it. It is worth notice, 
however, that those early Christian men who recognised Christianity as the 
vanquishing of the Old Testament religion (Paul, the Author of theEpisUetothe 
Hebrews, John) all held that Christ was a being who had come down from 
heaven. 

I Compare in their fundamental features the common declarations about the 
saving value of the death of Christ in Paul, in the Johannine writings, in ist 
Peter, in the Epistle to the Hebrews, and in the Christian portions of the book 
of Revelation : r^ i^ari^i ii/i«2lc nai Xvrenri itiiA^ Ik tMv iyMprtUv iv r^ efffiart abre^^ 
aAr^ ii iSf^i Compare the reference to Isaiah LIII, and the Passover lamb: the 
utterances about the ^'lamb" generally in the early writings: see Westcott, The 
Epistles of John, p. 34 f: The idea of the blood of Christ in the New Testament. 



82 HISTORY OF DOGMA [Chap. u. 

made over to him the work of setting up the Kingdom, and 
had led him through death and resurrection to a supra- 
mundane position of sovereignty, in which he would soon vi- 
sibly appear and bring about the end. The hope of Christ's 

' speedy return was the most important article in the "Christol- 
<^y," inasmuch as his work was regarded as only reaching 
its conclusion by that return. It was the most difficult, inas- 
much as the Old Testament contained nothing of a second 
advent of Messiah. Belief in the second advent became the 
specific Christian belief. 

But the searching in the scriptures of the Old Testament, 
that is, in the prophetic texts, had already, in estimating the 
Person and dignity of Christ, given an important impulse to- 
wards transcending the frame-work of the idea of the theoc- 

t- racy completed solely in and for Israel. (.Moreover, belief in 
the exaltation of Christ to the right hand of God, caused 
men to form a corresponding idea of the beginning of his 
existence. The missionary work among the Gentiles, so soon 
begun and so rich in results, threw a new light on the range 
of Christ's purpose and work, and led to the consideration of 
its significance for the whole human race. Finally, the self- 
testimony of }esus summoned them to ponder his relation to 
God the Father, with the presuppositions of that relation, and 
to give it expression in intelligible statements. Speculation 
had already begun on these four points in the Apostolic age, 
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viction that he lives again, and now lives for ever, but also . 
the assurance that his people will rise in like manner and 
live eternally. Consequently, the resurrection of Jesus became 
the sure pledge of the resurrection of all believers, that is of 
their real personal resurrection. No one at the beginning 

^ thought of a mere immortality of the spirit, not even those 
who assumed the perishableness of man's sensuous nature. In 

B conformity with the uncertainty which yet adhered to the 
idea of resurrection in Jewish hopes and speculations, the 
concrete notions of it in the Christian communities were also 
fluctuating. But this could not affect the certainty of the 
conviction that the Lord would raise his people from death. 

^ This conviction, whose reverse side is the fear of that God 
who casts into hell, has become the mightiest power through 
which the Gospel has won humanity. ' 

I It is often said that Christiamty rests on the belief in the resurrection of 

J Christ. This may be correct, if it is first declared who this Jesus Christ is, and 
what his life signifies. But when it appears as a naked report to which one 
must above all submit, and when in aiddition, as often happens, it is supple- 
mented by the assertion that the resurrection of Christ is the most certain fact 
in the history of the world, one does not know whether he should marvel more 
at its thoughtlessness or its unbelief. We do not need to have faith in a fact, 
and that which requires religious belief, that is, trust in God, can never be a 

I fact which would hold good apart from that belief. The historical question and 
the question of faith must therefore be clearly distinguished here. The follow- 
ing points are historically certain, (i) That none of Christ's opponents saw 
him after his death. (2) That the disciples were convinced that Uiey had seen 
him soon after his death. (3) That the succession and number of those appear- 
ances can no longer be ascertained with certainty. (4) That the disciples, 
and Paul, were conscious of having seen Christ not in the crucified earthly 
body, but in heavenly glory — even the later incredible accounts of the appear- 
ances of Christ, which strongly emphasise the reality of the body, speak at the 
same time of such a body as can pass through closed doors, which certainly is 
not an earthly body. (5) That Paul does not compare the manifestation of Christ 

^ given to him with any of his later visions, but. on the other hand, describes it in 
the words (GaL l : 15): 9rff M6KiiO'tv 6 iibq axonaxC^eu rdv Jidv cUrroO hv ifio/f 
and yet puts it on a level with the appearances which the earlier Apostles had 
seen. But, as even the empty grave on the third day can by no means be regarded 
as a certain historical fact, because it appears united in the accounts with 
numifest legendary features, and further because it is directly excluded by the 
way in which Paul has portrayed the resuirection I. Cor. XV, itfollows: (i)That 
every conception which represents the resurrection of Christ as a simple rean- 
imation of his mortal body, is hi from the original conception, and (2) that 

' the question generally as to whether Jesus has risen, can have no existence 
for any one who looks at it apart from the contents and worth of the Person 
of Jesus. For the mere fact that friends and adherents of Jesus were convinced 
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5. After the appearance of Paul, the earliest communities 
were greatly exercised by the question as to how believers 

that they had seen him^ especially when they themselves explain that he ap- 
peared to them in heavenly glory, gives, to those who are in earnest about fixing 
historical facts, not the least cause for the assumption that Jesus did not continue 
in the grave. 

History is therefore at first unable to bring any succour to faith here. How- 
ever firm may have been the faith of the disciples in the appearances of Jesus 
in their midst, and it was firm, to believe in appearances which others have 
had is a frivolity which is always revenged by rising doubts. But history is 
still of service to faith: it limits its scope and therewith shews the province to 
which it belongs. The question which history leaves to faith is this : Was Jesus 
Christ swallowed up of death, or did he pass through suffering and the cross 
to glory, that is, to life, power and honour. The disciples would have been 
convinced of that in the sense in which Jesus me^t diem to understand it, 
though they had not seen him in glory (a consciousness of this is found in Luke 
XXIV : 26 : oifX' ToCra liht %uWh rdv ;Kp<0>rdy KOi tWnfAiiv f /c riyy ^^ov c^oO ; 
and Joh. XX : 29 : Hrt nmpaxet^ fu vnr/ortvxpidieacetptoi offAtj iiovrt^ ndi vtvrivvttrra^ 
and we might probably add, that no appearances of the Lord could permanently 
have convinced them of his life, if they had not possessed in their hearts the 
impression of his Person. Faith in the eternal life of Christ and in our own 
eternal life is not the condition of becoming a disciple of Jesus, but is the final 
confession of discipleship. Faith has by no means to do with the knowledge 
of the form in which Jesus lives, but only with the conviction that he is the 
living Lord. The determination of the form was immediately dependent on the 
most varied general ideas of the future life, resurrection, restoration, and glori- 
fication of the body, which were current at the time. The idea of the rising 
again of the body of Jesus, appeared comparatively early, because it was this 
hope which animated wide circles of pious people for their own future. Faith 
in Jesus, the living Lord, in spite of the death on the cross, cannot be generated 
by proofs of reason or authority, but only to-day in the same way as Paul has 
confessed of himself: {^rt M6n»i9w 6 UdQ iuFonah^^rm rdv i)idy a&roff «y ifioL 
The conviction of having seen the Lord was no doubt of the greatest impor- 
tance for the disciples and made them Evangelists: but what they saw cannot 
at first help us. It can only then obtain significance for us when we have 
gained that confidence in the Lord which Peter has expressed in Mark VIII. 29. 
The Christian even to-day confesses with Paul: c/ cv r$ ^«$ rceOri^ iv XP*^^^ 
^kKtxi6T§<i 1 0'/^^ fi6¥0¥^ iKtttvSrwpot trAvrmv Mpinrtiv ivfiiv. He believes in a ^ture 
life for himself with God because he believes that Christ lives. That is the 
peculiarity and paradox of Christian faith. But these are not convictions that 
can be common and matter of course, to a deep feeling and earnest thmlfing 
being standing amid nature and death, but can only be possessed by those who 
live with their whole hearts and minds in God, and even they need the prayer. 
^^I believe, help thou mine unbelief.'* To act as if faith in eternal life, and in 
the living Christ, was the simplest thing in the world, or a dogma to which 
one has just to submit, is irreligious. The whole question about the resur- 
rection of Christ, its mode and its significance, has thereby been so thoroughly 
confused in later Christendom, that we are in the habit of considering eternal 
Ufe as certain, even apart from Christ. That, at any rate, is not Christian. It is 
Christian to pray that God would give the Spirit to make us strong to overcome 
the feelings and the doubts of nature, and create belief in an eternal life through 
the experience of ^^ dying to live." Where this faith, obtained in this way, 
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obtain the righteousness which they possess, and what signi- 
ficance a precise observance of the law of the Fathers may 
have in connection with it. While some would hear of no 
change in the regulations and conceptions which had hitherto 
existed, and regarded the bestowal of righteousness by God 
as possible only on condition of a strict observance of the 
law, others taught that Jesus as Messiah had procured right- 
eousness for his people, had fulfilled the law once for all, and 
had founded a new covenant, either in opposition to the old, 
or as a stage above it. Paul especially saw in the death of Christ 
the end of the law, and deduced righteousness solely from faith 
in Christ, and sought to prove from the Old Testament itself, 
by means of historical speculation, the merely temporary 
validity of the law and therewith the abrogation of the Old 
Testament religion. Others, and this view, which is not every- 
where to be explained by Alexandrian influences (see above 
p. 62 f ), is not foreign to Paul, distinguished between spirit and 
letter in the Mosaic law, giving to everything a spiritual sig- 
nificance, and in this sense holding that the whole law as 
vifAOf TTViVfixTtxig was binding. The question whether right- 
eousness comes from the works of the law or from faith, was 
displaced by this conception, and therefore remained in its 
deepest grounds unsolved, or was decided in the sense of a 
spiritualised legalism. But the detachment of Christianity from 
the political forms of the Jewish religion, and from sacrificial 
worship, was also completed by this conception, although it 
was regarded as identical with the Old Testament religion 
rightly understood. The surprising results of the direct mis- 
sion to the Gentiles, would seem to have first called forth 
those controversies (but see Stephen) and given them the 
highest significance. The fact that one section of Jewish 
Christians, and even some of the Apostles at length recognised 
the right of the Gentile Christians to be Christians without 

exists, it has always been supported by the conviction that the Man lives who 
brought life and immortality to light. To hold fast this faith is the goal of life, 
for only what we consciously strive for is in this matter our own. What we 
think we possess is very soon lost. 
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first becoming Jews, is the clearest proof that what was above 
all prized was faith in Christ and surrender to him as the 
saviour. In agreeing to the direct mission to the Gentiles the 
earliest Christians, while they themselves observed the law, 
broke up the national religion of Israel, and gave expression 
to the conviction that Jesus was not only the Messiah of his 
people, but the redeemer of humanity. * The establishment 
of the universal character of the Gospel, that is, of Christianity 
as a religion for the world, became now, however, a problem, 
the solution of which as given by Paul, but few were able to 
understand or make their own. 

6. In the conviction that salvation is entirely bound up 
with faith in Jesus Christ, Christendom gained the conscious- 
ness of being a new creation of God. But while the sense of 
being the true Israel was thereby, at the same time, held 
fast, there followed, on the one hand, entirely new historical 
perspectives, and on the other, deep problems which de- 
manded solution. As a new creation of God, ij IxxAjfO'/^ rou tiov, 
the community was conscious of having been chosen by God 
in Jesus before the foundation of the world. In the convic- 
tion of being the true Israel, it claimed for itself the whole 
historical development recorded in the (Old Testament, con- 
vinced that all the divine activity there recorded had the 

I Weizsacker (Apostolie Age p. 73) says very justly : ^ The rising of Ju- 
daism against believers put them on their own feet. They saw themselves for 
the first time persecuted in the name of the law, and therewith for the first 
time it must have become clear to them, that in reality the law was no longer 
the same to them as to the others. Their hope is the coming kingdom of heaven, 
in which it is not the law, but their Master from whom they expect salvation. 
Everything connected with salvation is in him. But we should not investigate 
the conditions of the faith of that early period, as though the question had been 
laid before the Apostles whether they could have part in the Kingdom of heaven 
without circumcision, or whether it could be obtained by faith in Jesus, with 
or without the observance of the law. Such questions had no existence for them 
either practically or as questions of the school. But though they were Jews, and 
the law which even their Master had not abolished, was for them a matter of 
course, that did not exclude a change of inner position towards it, through faith 
in their Master and hope of the Kingdom. There b an inner freedom which 
can grow up alongside of all the constraints of birth, custom, prejudice, and 
piety. But Uiis only comes into consciousness, when a demand is made on it 
which wounds it, or when it is assailed on account of an inference drawn not 
by its own consciousness, but only by its opponents". 
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new community in view.) The great question which was to 
find very different answers, was how, in accordance with this 
view, the Jewish nation, so far as it had not recognised Jesus 
as Messiah, should be judged. The detachment of Christianity 
from Judaism was the most important preliminary condition, 
and therefore the most important preparation, for the Mission 
among the Gentile nations, and for union with the Greek spirit. 

Supplement i. — Renan and others go too far when they 
say that Paul alone has the glory of freeing Christianity from 
the fetters of Judaism. Certainly the great Apostle could say 
in this connection also: inpivfrinpov airiv wirruv ixoiriaffct, but 
there were others beside him who, in the power of the Gospel, 
transcended the limits of Judaism. Christian communities, it 
may now be considered certain, had arisen in the empire, in 
Rome for example, which were essentially free from the law 
without being in any way determined by Paul's preaching. 
It was Paul's merit that he clearly formulated the great question, 
established the universalism of Christianity in a peculiar man- 
ner, and yet in doing so held fast the character of Christianity 
as a positive religion, as distinguished from Philosophy and 
Moralism. But the later development presupposes neither his 
clear formulation nor his peculiar establishment of universalism, 
but only the universalism itself. 

Supplement 2. — The dependence of the Pauline Theology 
on the Old Testament or on Judaism is overlooked in the tra- 
ditional contrasting of Paulinism and Jewish Christianity, in 
which Paulinism is made equivalent to Gentile Christianity. 
This theology, as we might a priori suppose, could, apart from 
individual exceptions, be intelligible as a whole to born Jews, 
if to any, for its doctrinal presuppositions were strictly Phari- 
saic, and its boldness in criticising the Old Testament, reject- 
ing and asserting the law in its historical sense, could be as 
little congenial to the Gentile Christians as its piety towards 
the Jewish people. This judgment is confirmed by a glance at 
the fate of Pauline Theology in the 120 years that followed. 
Marcion was the only Gentile Christian who understood Paul, 
and even he misunderstood him: the rest never got beyond 
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the appropriation of particular Pauline sa3ringSy and exhibited 
no comprehension especially of the theology of the Apostle, 
so far as in it the universalism of Christianity as a religion 
is proved, even without recourse to Moralism and without put- 
ting a new construction on the Old Testament religion. It 
follows from this, however, that the scheme "Jewish Christian- 
ity" — "Gentile Christianity" is insufficient. We must rather, 
\/ in the Apqstxdic age, at least at its close, distinguish four 
main tendencies that may have crossed each other here and 
there, ' (within which again different shades appear), (i) The 
Gospel has to do with the people of Israel, and with the 
Gentile world only on the condition that believers attach 
themselves to the people of Israel. The punctilious obser- 
vance of the law is still necessary and the condition on which 
the messianic salvation is bestowed (particularism and legalism, 
in practice and in principle, which, however, was not to cripple 
the obligation to prosecute the work of the Mission). (2) The 
Gospel has to do with Jews and Gentiles: the first, as belie- 
vers in Christ, are under obligation as before to observe the 
law, the latter are not; but for that reason they cannot on 
earth fuse into one community with the believing Jews. Very 
different judgments in details were possible on this stand-point ; 
but the bestowal of salvation could no longer be thought of 
as depending simply on the keeping of the ceremonial com- 
mandments of the law ^ (universalism in principle, particu- 
larism in practice; the prerogative of Israel being to some 
extent clung to). (3) The Gospel has to do with both Jews 
and Gentiles; no one is any longer under obligation to observe 

1 Only one of these four tendencies — the Pauline, with the Epistle to the 
Hebrews and the Johannine writings which are related to Faulinism — has seen 
in the Gospel the establishment of a new religion. The rest identified it with 
Judaism made perfect, or with the Old Testament religion rightly understood. 
But Paul, in connecting Christianity with the promise given to Abraham, passing 
thus beyond the law, that is, beyond the actual Old Testament religion, has 
not only given it a historical foundation, but also claimed for the Father of the 
Jewish nation a unique significance for Christianity. As to the tendencies 
named i and 2, see Book I. Chap. 6. 

2 It is clear from Gal. II : 1 1 ff. that Peter then and for long before occupied 
in principle the stand-point of Paul: see the judicious remarks of Weizsttcker 
in the book mentioned above, p. 75 f. 
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the law ; for the law is abolished (or fulfilled), and the salvation 
which Christ's death has procured is appropriated by faith. 
The law (that is the Old Testament religion) in its literal 
sense is of divine origin, but was intended from the first only 
for a definite epoch of history. The prerogative of Israel 
remains, and is shewn in the fact that salvation was first 
offered to the Jews, and it will be shewn again at the end of 
all history. That prerogative refers to the nation as a whole, 
and has nothing to do with the question of the salvation of 
individuals (Paulinism: universalism in principle and in prac- 
tice, and Antinomianism in virtue of the recognition of a merely 
temporary validity of the whole law; breach with the tradi- 
tional religion of Israel ; recognition of the prerogative of the 
people of Israel ; the clinging to the prerogative of the people 
of Israel was not, however, necessary on this stand-point: see 
the epistle to the Hebrews and the Gospel of John). (4) 
The Gospel has to do with Jews and Gentiles: no one need 
therefore be under obligation to observe the ceremonial com- ^ 
mandments and sacrificial worship, because these command- 
ments themselves are only the wrappings of moral and spiritual 
commandments which the Gospel has set forth as fulfilled in a 
more perfect form (universalism in principle and in practice in 
virtue of a neutralising of the distinction between law and 
Gospel, old and new; spiritualising and universalising of the law). ' 

I These four tendencies were represented in the Apostolic age by those who 
had been bom and trained in Judaism, and they were collectively transplanted 
into Greek territory. But we cannot be sure that the third of Uie above ten* 
dencies found intelligent and independent representatives in this domain, as 
there is no certain evidence of it. Only one who had really been subject to 
it, and therefore understood it, could venture on a criticism of the Old Testament 
religion. Still, it may be noted that the majority of non-Jewish converts in the 
Apostolic age, had probably come to know the Old Testament beforehand — 
not always the Jewish religion, (see Havet, Le Christianisme T. IV. p. 120: 
^^Je ne sab s'il y est entr6, du vivant de Paul, un seul paKen: je veux dire un 
homme, qui ne connAt pas d6ji^ avant d^y entrer, le judatsme et la Bible"). 
These indications will shew how mistaken and misleading it is to express the 
different tendencies in the Apostolic age and the period closely following by 
the designations ^^Jewish Christianity — Gentile Christianity." Short watchwords 
are so little appropriate here that one might even with some justice reverse 
the usual conception, and maintain that what is usually understood by Gentile 
Christianity (criticism of the Old Testament religion) was possible only within 
Judaism, while that which is frequently called Jewish Christianity is rather a 
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Supplement 3. — The appearance of Paul is the most impor- 
tant fact in the history of the Apostolic age. It is impossible 
to give in a few sentences an abstract of his theology and 
work ; and the insertion here of a detailed account is forbidden, 
not only by the external limits, but by the aim of this in- 
vestigation. For, as already indicated (§ i), the doctrinal form- 

/^ ation in the Gentile Church is not connected with the 
whole phenomenon of the Pauline theology, but only with 
certain leading thoughts which were only in part peculiar 
to the Apostle. His most peculiar thoughts acted on the de- 

^ velopment of Ecclesiastical doctrine only by way of occasional 
stimulus. We can find room here only for a few general 
outlines. ^ 

(i) The inner conviction that Christ had revealed himself 
to him, that the Gospel was the message of the crucified and 
risen Christ, and that God had called him to proclaim that 
message to the world, was the power and the secret of his 
personality and his activity. These three elements were a 
unity in the consciousness of Paul, constituting his conver- 
sion and determining his after-life. (2) In this conviction he 

j knew himself to be a new creature, and so vivid was this 
knowledge that he was constrained to become a Jew to the 
Jews, and a Greek to the Greeks in order to gain them. (3) 
The crucified and risen Christ became the central point of 
his theology, and not only the central point, but the one 
source and ruling principle. CThis Christ was not in his 
estimation Jesus of Nazareth now exalted, but the mighty 

conception which must have readily suggested itself to bom Gentiles superfi- 
ciaUy acquainted with the Old Testament. 

I The first edition of this volume could not appeal to Weizs&ckers work, 
Das Apostolische Zeitalter der Christliche Kirche, 1886, [second edition trans- 
lated in this series]. The author is now in the happy position of being able to 
refer the readers of his imperfect sketch to this excellent presentation, the 
strength of which lies in the delineation of Paulinism in its relation to the 
early Church, and to early Christian theology (p. 79-172). The truth of 
Weizsackers expositions of the inner relations (p. 85 f.), is but little affected 
by his assumptions concerning the outer relations, which I cannot everywhere 
regard as just. (The work of Weizs&cker as a whole is, in my opinion, the 
most important work on Church history we have received since Ritschl^s 
<*EnUtehung der alt-katholischen Kirche" (2 Anfl. 1857.) 
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3. Since Jesus had appeared and was believed on as the 
Messiah promised by the Prophets, the aim and contents of 
his mission seemed already to be therewith stated with suf- 
ficient clearness. Further, as the work of Christ was not yet 
completed, the view of those contemplating it was, above all, 
turned to the future. But in virtue of express words of Jesus, 
and in the consciousness of having received the Spirit of Grod, 
one was already certain of the forgiveness of sin dispensed 
by God, of righteousness before him, of the full knowledge 
of the Divine will, and of the call to the future Kingdom as a 
present possession. In the procuring of these blessings not a 
few perceived with certainty the results of the first advent of 
Messiah, that is, his work. This work might be seen in the 
whole activity of Christ. But as the forgiveness of sins might 
be conceived as the blessing of salvation which included with 
certainty every other blessing, as Jesus had put his death in 
express relation with this blessing, and as the fact of this 
death so mysterious and offensive required a special explana- 
tion, there appeared in the foreground from the very begin- 
ning the confession, in i Cor. XV. 3 : irapiiaKx vfiTv h irpdrotg^ 
i na) Tatpi^ct0O9, ht ;^p<0'rdc iiriixifiv ifirip rm ifiaprtuv ifiuv. 
"I delivered unto you first of all that which I also received,^, 
that Christ died for our sins^ Not only Paul, for whom, in 
virtue of his special reflections and experiences, the cross of 
Christ had become the central point of all knowledge, but 
also the majority of believers, must have regarded the preach- . 
ing of the death of the Lord as an essential article in 
the preaching of Christ, ' seeing that, as a rule, they placed 

confession and the worship of Christ connected with it. It is worth notice, 
however, that those early Christian men who recognised Christianity as the 
vanquishing of the Old Testament religion (Paul, the Author of the Epistle to the 
Hebrews, John) all held that Christ was a being who had come down from 
heaven. 

I Compare in their fundamental features the common declarations about the 
saving value of the death of Christ in Paul, in the Johannine writings, in ist 
Peter, in the Epistle to the Hebrews, and in the Christian portions of the book 
of Revelation : rf^ ^eexSvrt ijidt^ xai Kuvenri ilfi&i i k tAv diiafTiii¥ iv r^ eU^uni abroG^ 
aifT^ ^ ^tf|a: Compare the reference to Isaiah LIII, and the Passover lamb: the 
utterances about the ^lamb" generally in the early writings: see Westcott, The 
Epistles of John, p. 34 f : The idea of the blood of Christ in the New Testament. 



94 HISTORY OF DOGMA [Chap. n. 

whose moral deed it was to assume the flesh in self-denying 
love, in order to break for all men the powers of nature and 
the doom of death. But he has pointed to the words and 
example of the historical Christ in order to rule the life in 
the Spirit. (8) Deductions, proofs, and perhaps also concep- 
tions, which in point of form betray the theology of the 
Pharisaic schools, were forced from the Apostle by Christian 
opponents, who would only grant a place to the message of 
the crucified Christ beside the itKatoauvti i^ Ipynv. Both as 
an exegete and as a typologist he appears as a disciple of 
the Pharisees. But his dialectic about law, circumcision and 
sacrifice, does not form the kernel of his religious mode of 
thought, though, on the other hand, it was unquestionably 
his very Pharisaism which qualified him for becoming what 
he was. Pharisaism embraced nearly everything lofty which 
Judaism apart from Christ at all possessed, and its doctrine 
of providence, its energetic insistance on making manifest the 
religious contrasts, its Messianic expectations, its doctrines of 
sin and predestination, were conditions for the genesis of a 
religious and Christian character such as Paul. ^ This first 
Christian of the second generation is the highest product of 
the Jewish spirit under the creative power of the Spirit of 
Christ. Pharisaism had fulfilled its mission for the world 
when it produced this man. (9) But Hellenism also had a 
share in the making of Paul, a fact which does not conflict 
with his Pharisaic origin, but is partly given with it. In 
spite of all its exclusiveness the desire for making proselytes, 
especially in the Diaspora, was in the blood of Pharisaism. 
Paul continued the old movement in a new way, and he was 
qualified for his work among the Greeks by an accurate 
knowledge of the Greek translation of the Old Testament, by 
considerable dexterity in the use of the Greek language, and 
by a growing insight into the spiritual life of the Greeks. 

I Kabisch, Die Eschatohgie des Paulus^ 1 893, has shewn how strongly the 
eschatology of Paul was influenced by the later Pharisaic Judaism. He has also 
called attention to the close connection between Paul's doctrine of sin and the 
fall, and that of the Rabbis. 
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But the peculiarity of his Gospel as a message from the 
Spirit of Christ, which was equally near to, and equally 
distant from every religious and moral mode of thought 
among the nations of the world, signified much more than 
all this. This Gospel — who can say whether Hellenism had 
already a share in its conception — required that the mission- 
ary to the Greeks should become a Greek and that believers 
should come to know, " all things are yours, and ye are Christ's". 
Paul, as no doubt other missionaries besides him, connected 
the preaching of Christ with the Greek mode of thought; 
he even employed philosophic doctrines of the Greeks as 
presuppositions in his apologetic, ^ and therewith prepared 
the way for the introduction of the Gospel to the Graeco- 
Roman world of thought. But, in my opinion, he has nowhere 
allowed that world of thought to influence his doctrine of 
salvation. This doctrine, however, was so fashioned in its 
practical aims that it was not necessary to become a Jew in 
order to appropriate it. (lo) Yet we cannot speak of any 
total effect of Faulinism, as there was no such thing. The 
abundance of its details was too great and the greatness of 
its simplicity too powerful, its hope of the future too vivid, 
its doctrine of the law too difficult, its summons to a new 
life in the spirit too mighty to be comprehended and adhered 
to even by those communities which Paul himself had founded. 
What they did comprehend was its Monotheism, its universal- 
ism, its redemption, its eternal life, its asceticism; but all 
this was otherwise combined than by Paul. The style became 
Hellenic, and the element of a new kind of knowledge from 
the very first, as in the Church of Corinth, seems to have 
been the ruling one. The Pauline doctrine of the incarnate 
heavenly Man was indeed apprehended ; it fell in with Greek 



I Some of the Church Fathers (see Socr. H. E. III. i6) have attributed to 
Paul an accurate knowledge of Greek literature and philosophy: but that cannot 
be proved. The references of Heinrici (2 Kor.-Brief. p. 537-604) are worthy of 
our best thanks; but no certain judgment can be formed about the measure of 
of the AposUes* Greek culture, so long as we do not know how great was the 
extent of spiritual ideas which were already precipitated in the speech of the time. 
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notions, although it meant something very different from the 
notions which Greeks had been able to form of it. 

Supplement 4. — What we justly prize above all else in the 
New Testament is, that it is a union of the three groups, 
Synoptic Gospels, Pauline Epistles, ^ and Johannine writings, 
in which are expressed the richest contents of the earliest 
history of the Grospel. In the Synoptic Gospels and the epistles 
of Paul are represented two types of preaching the Gospel which 
mutually supplement each other. The subsequent history is 
dependent on both, and would have been other than it is had 
not both existed alongside of each other. On the other hand, 
the peculiar and lofty conception of Christ and of the Gospel, 
which stands out in the writings of John, has directly exercised 
no demonstrable influence on the succeeding development — 
with the exception of one peculiar movement, the Montanistic, 
which, however, does not rest on a true understanding of these 
writings — and indeed partly for the same reason that has 
prevented the Pauline theology as a whole from having such 
an influence. What is given in these writings is a criticism 
of the Old Testament as religion, or the independence of the 
Christian religion, in virtue of an accurate knowledge of the 
Old Testament through development of its hidden germs. The 
Old Testament stage of religion is really transcended and over- 
come in the Johannine Christianity, just as in Paulinism, and 
in the theology of the epistle to the Hebrews. "The circle 
of disciples who appropriated this characterisation of Jesus, is 
says Weizsacker, "a revived Christ-party in the higher sense. 
But this transcending of the Old Testament religion was the 
very thing that was unintelligible, because there were few ripe 
for such a conception. Moreover, the origin of the Johannine 
writings is, from the stand-point of a history of literature and 

I The epistle to the Hebrews and the first epistle of Peter, as well as the 
Pastoral epistles belong to the Pauline circle; they are of the greatest value 
because they shew that certain fundamental features of Pauline theology took 
effect afterwards in an original way, or received independent parallels, and because 
they prove that the cosmic Christology of Paul made the greatest impression and 
was continued. In Christology, the epistle to the Ephesians in particular, leads 
directly from Paul to the pneumatic Christology of the post-apostolic period. 
Its non-genuineness is by no means certain to me. 
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dogma, the most marvellous enigma which the early history 
of Christianity presents: Here we have portrayed a Christ 
who clothes the indescribable with words, and proclaims as 
his own self-testimony what his disciples have experienced 
in him, a speaking, acting, Pauline Christ, walking on the 
earth, far more human than the Christ of Paul and yet 
far more Divine, an abundance of allusions to the historical 
Jesus and at the same time the most sovereign treatment of 
the history. One divines that the Gospel can find no loftier 
expression than John XVII : one feels that Christ himself put 
these words into the mouth of the disciple, who gives them 
back to him, but word and thing, history and doctrine are 
surrounded by a bright cloud of the suprahistorical. It is 
easy to shew that this Gospel could as little have been writ- 
ten without Hellenism, as Luther's treatise on the freedom of 
a Christian man could have been written without the "Deut- 
sche Theologie." But the reference to Philo and Hellenism 
is by no means sufficient here, as it does not satisfactorily 
explain even one of the external aspects of the problem. The 
elements operative in the Johannine theology were not Greek 
Theologoumena — even the Logos has little more in common 
with that of Philo than the name, and its mention at the be- 
ginning of the book is a mystery, not the solution of one * — 

I In the Ztschr. fUr Theol. und Kirche, II. p. 189 ff. I have discussed the 
relation of the prologue of the fourth Gospel to the whole work and endeav- 
oured to prove the following: ^^The Prologue of the Gospel is not the key to 
its comprehension. It begins with a well-known great object, the Logos, re-adapts 
and transforms it — implicitly opposing false Christologies — in order to substi- 
tute for it Jesus Christ, the fitfyoyfrnyc iio%^ or in order to unveil it as this Jesus 
Christ. The idea of the Logos is allowed to fall from the moment that this 
takes place. The author continues to narrate of Jesus only with the view of 
establishing the belief that he is the Messiah, the son of God. This faith has 
for its main article the recognition, that Jesus is descended from God and from 
heaven: but the author is far from endeavouring to work out this recognition 
from cosmological, philosophical considerations. According to the Evangelist 
Jesus proves himself to be the Messiah, the Son of God, in virtue of his self- 
testimony, and because he has brought a full knowledge of God and of life — 
purely supernatural divine blessings (Cf. besides and partly in opposition, Holtz- 
mann, i. d. Ztschr. f. wissensch. Theol. 1893). The author's peculiar world of 
theological ideas, is not, however, so entirely isolated in the early Christian 
literature as appears on the first impression. If, as is probable, the Ignatian 
Epistles are independent of the Gospel of John, further the Supper prayer in 
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but the Apostolic testimony concerning Christ has created from 
the old faith of Psalmists and Prophets, a new faith in a man 
who lived with the disciples of Jesus among the Greeks. For 
that very reason, in spite of his abrupt Antijudaism, we must 
without doubt regard the Author as a born Jew. 

Supplement 5. — The authorities to which the Christian com- 
munities were subjected in faith and life, were these: (i) The 
Old Testament interpreted in the Christian sense. (2) The 
tradition of the Messianic history of Jesus. (3) The words 
of the Lord: see the epistles of Paul, especially i. Corinthians. 
But every writing which was proved to have been given by 
the Spirit had also to be regarded as an authority, and every 
tested Christian Prophet and Teacher inspired by the Spirit 
could claim that his words be received and regarded as the words 
of God. Moreover, the twelve whom Jesus had chosen had a 
special authority, and Paul claimed a similar authority for him- 
self ^lATAJ^iiq tSp iTorri^09¥). Consequently, there were numer- 
ous courts of appeal in the earliest period of Christendom, of 
diverse kinds and by no means strictly defined. In the manifold 
gifts of the spirit was given a fluid element indefinable in its 
range and scope, an element which guaranteed freedom of devel- 
opment, but which also threatened to lead the enthusiastic 
communities to extravagance. 

Literature. — Weiss, Biblical Theology of the New Testament, 
1884. Beyschlag, New Testament Theology, 1892. Ritschl, 
Entstehung der Alt-Katholischen Kirche, 2 Edit. 1857. Reuss, 
History of Christian Theology in the Apostolic Age, 1864. 
Baur, The Apostle Paul, 1866. Holsten, Zum Evangelium des 
Paulus und Petrus, 1868. Pileiderer, Paulinism, 1873; also. Das 
Urchristenthum, 1887. Schenkel, Das Christusbild der Apostel, 
1879. Renan, Origins of Christianity Vols. II — IV. Havet, 
Le Christianisme et ses orig. T. IV. 1884. Lechler, The 

the Didache, finally, certain mystic theological phrases in the Epistle of Bama- 
baS) in the second epistle of Clement, and in Hennas, a complex of Theolo- 
goumena may be put together, which reaches back to the primitive period of 
the Church, and may be conceived as the general ground for the theology of 
John. This complex has on its side a close connection with the final develop- 
ment of the Jewish Hagiographic literature under Greek influence. 
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Apostolic and Post- Apostolic Age, 1885. Weizsacker, The 
Apostolic Age, 1892. Hatch, Article "Paul" in the Encyclo- 
paedia Britannicca. Everett, The Gospel of Paul. Boston, 1893. 
On the origin and eariiest history of the Christian proofs from 
prophecy, see my *' Texte und Unters. z. Gesch. der Alt-Christl." 
Lit. I. 3. p. 56 f. 

§ 4. The Current Exposition of the Old Testament, and the 

Jewish hopes of the future y in their significance for 

the earliest types of Christian preaching. 



a 



Instead of the frequently very fruitless investigations about 
Jewish-Christian", and "Grentile-Christian", it should be asked. 
What Jewish elements have been naturalised in the Christian 
Church, which were in no way demanded by the contents of 
the Gospel? have these elements been simply weakened in 
course of the development, or have some of them been streng- 
thened by a peculiar combination with the Greek? /We have 
to do here, in the first instance, with the doctrine of Demons 
and Angels, the view of history, the growing exclusiveness, . 
the fanaticism; and on the other hand, with the cultus, and 
the Theocracy, expressing itself in forms of law. 

I. Although Jesus had in principle abolished the methods 
of pedantry, the casuistic treatment of the law, and the sub- 
tleties of prophetic interpretation, yet the old Scholastic exe- 
gesis remained active in the Christian communities, above all, 
the unhistorical local method in the exposition of the Old 
Testament, both allegoristic and Haggadic; for in the expo- 
sition of a sacred text — and the Old Testament was regarded 
as such — one is always required to look away from its his- 
torical limitations and to expound it according to the needs 
of the present. * The traditional view exercised its influence 
on the exposition of the Old Testament, as well as on the 
representations of the person, fate and deeds of Jesus, espe- 
cially in those cases where the question was about the proof 

I The Jewish religion, specially since the (relative) close of the canon, had 
become more and more a religion of the Book. 
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of the fulfilment of prophecy, that is, of the Messiahship of 
Jesus. (See above § 3, 2). Under the impression made by 
the history of Jesus it gave to many Old Testament passages 
a sense that was foreign to them, and, on the other hand, 
enriched the life of Jesus with new facts, turning the interest 
at the same time to details which were frequently unreal and 
seldom of striking importance. ^ 

2. The Jewish Apocalyptic literature, especially as it flourished 
since the time of Antiochus Epiphanes, and was impreg- 
nated with new elements borrowed from an ethico-religious 
philosophy, as well as with Babylonian and Persian myths 
(Greek mj^hs can only be detected in very small number), 
was not banished from the circles of the first professors of 
the Gospel, but was rather held fast, eagerly read, and even 
extended with the view of elucidating the promises of Jesus. * 

1 Examples of both in the New Testament are numeiotts. See, above all, 
Matt. I, II. Even the belief that Jesus was bom of a Virgin sprang from 
Isaiah VII. 14. It cannot, however, be proved to be in the writings of Paul 
(the two genealogies in Matt, and Luke directly exclude it: according to Dill- 
mann, Jahrb. f. protest. Theol. p. 192 ff. Luke I. 34. 35 would be the addition 
of a redactor); but it must have arisen very early, as the Gentile Christians of 
the second century would seem to have unanimously confessed it (see the 
Romish Symbol. Ignatius, Aristides, Justin, etc.). For the rest, it was long before 
theologians recognised in the Virgin birth of Jesus more than fulfilment of a 
prophecy, viz., a fact of salvation. The conjecture of Usener, that the idea of 
the birth from a Virgin is a heathen myth which was received by the Christians, 
contradicts the entire earliest development of Christian tradition which is free 
from heathen myths, so far as these had not already been received by wide 
circles of Jews, (above all certain Babylonian and Persian Myths), which in 
the case of that idea is not demonstrable. Besides, it is in point of method not 
permissible to stray so far when we have near at hand such a complete explan- 
ation as Isaiah VII. 14. Those who suppose that the reality of the Virgin 
birth must be held fast, must assume that a misunderstood prophecy has been 
here fulfilled (on the true meaning of the passage see Dillmann (Jesajas, 5 aufL 
p. 69] : ^^ of the birth by a Virgin [f . ^., of one who at the birth was still a Vii]gin] 
the Hebrew text says nothing .... Immanuel as beginning and representative of 
the new generation, from which one should finally take possession of the king^s 
throne"). The application of an unhistorical local method in the exposition of 
the Old Testament — Haggada and Rabbinic allegorism — may be found in many 
passages of Paul (see, ^.^., Gal. III. 16. 19; IV. 22-31; i. Cor. IX. 9; X. 4; 
XI. 10; Rom. IV. etc.). 

2 The proof of this may be found in the quotations in early Christian wri- 
tings from the Apocalypses of Enoch, Ezra, Eldad and Modad, the assumption 
of Moses and other Jewish Apocalypses unknown to us. They were regarded 
as Divine revelations beside the Old Testament; see the proofs of their frequent 
and long continued use in Schttrer^s ^^ History of the Jewish people in the time 
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Though their contents seem to have been modified on Chris- 
tian soil, and especially the uncertainty about the person of , 
the Messiah exalted to victory and coming to judgment, * 
yet the sensuous earthly hopes were in no way repressed. 
Green fat meadows and sulphurous abysses, white horses and 
frightful beasts, trees of life, splendid cities, war and blood- 
shed filled the fancy, * and threatened to obscure the simple 
and yet, at bottom, much more affecting maxims about the 
judgment which is certain to every individual soul, and drew 
the confessors of the Gospel into a restless activity, into poli- 
tics, and abhorrence of the State. It was an evil inheritance • 
which the Christians took over from the Jews, * an inheri- " 
tance which makes it impossible to reproduce with certainty 
the eschatological sayings of Jesus. Things directly foreign were 
mixed up with them, and, what was most serious, delineations - 
of the hopes of the future could easily lead to the undervaluing 
of the most important gifts and duties of the Gospel. * 

of our Lord." But the Christians in receiving these Jewish Apocalypses did 
not leave them intact, but adapted them with greater or less Christian additions 
(see Ezra, Enoch. Ascension of Isaiah). Even the Apocalypse of John is, as 
Vischer (Texte u. Unters. 3 altchristl. lit. Gesch. Bd. II. H. 4) has shown, a 
Jewish Apocalypse adapted to a Christian meaning. But in this activity, and 
in the production of little Apocalyptic prophetic sayings and articles (see in the 
Epistle to the Ephesians, and in those of Barnabas and Clement) the Christian 
labour here in the earliest period seems to have exhausted itself. At least we 
do not know with certainty of any great Apocalyptic writing of an original kind 
proceeding from Christian circles. Even the Apocalypse of Peter which, thanks 
to the discovery of Bouriant, we now know better, is not a completely original 
work as contrasted with the Jewish Apocalypses. 

1 The Gospel, reliance on the Lamb who was slain, very significantly pervades 
the Revelation of John, that is its Christian parts. Even the Apocalypse of 
Peter shews Jesus Christ as the comfort of believers and as the Revesder of 
the future. In it (v. 3,) Christ says ; ^ Then will God come to those who believe 
on me, those who hunger and thirst and mourn, etc." 

2 These words were written before the Apocalypse of Peter was discovered. 
That Apocalypse confirms what is said in the text. Moreover, its delineation 
of Paradise and blessedness are not wanting in poetic charm and power. In its 
delineation of Hell, which prepares the way for Dante^s Hell, the author is scared 
by no terror. 

3 These ideas, however, encircled the earliest Christendom as' with a wall of 
fire, and preserved it from a too early contact with the world. 

4 An accurate examination of the eschatological sayings of Jesus in the synoptists 
shews that much foreign matter is mixed with them (see Weiffenbach, Der 
Wiederkunftsgedanke Jesu, 1875). That the tradition here was very uncertain, 
because influenced by the Jewish Apocalyptic, is shewn by the one fact that 
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3. A wealth of mythologies and poetic ideas was natural- 
ised and legitimised, ^ in the Christian communities, chiefly by 
the reception of the Apocalyptic litetature, but also by the 
reception of artificial exegesis and Haggada. Most impor- 
tant for the following period were the speculations about 
Messiah, which were partly borrowed from expositions of the 
Old Testament and from the Apocalypses, partly formed in- 
dependently, according to methods the justice of which no 
one contested, and the application of which seemed to give 
a firm basis to religious faith. 

Some of the Jewish Apocalyptists had already attributed 
pre-existence to the expected Messiah, as to other precious 
things in the Old Testament history and worship, and, without 
any thought of denying his human nature, placed him as al- 
ready existing before his appearing in a series of angelic 
beings. ^/ This took place in accordance with an established 

Papias (in Iren. V. 33) quotes as words of the Lord which had been handed down 
by the disciples, a group of sayings which we find in the Apocalypse of Bamch 
about the amazing fruitfulness of the earth during the time of the Messianic Kingdom. 

1 We may here call attention to an interesting remark of Goethe. Among 
his Apophthegms (no. 573) is the following: ^^ Apocrypha: It would be important 
to collect what is historicaUy known about these books, and to shew that these 
very Apocryphal writings with which the communities of the first centuries of 
our era were flooded, were the real cause why Christianity at no moment of 
political or Church history could stand forth in all her beauty and purity." 
A historian would not express himself in this way, but yet there lies at the 
root of this remark a true historical insight. 

2 See SchUrer, History of the Jewish people. Div. II. vol. II. p. 160 f. yet 
the remarks of the Jew Trypho in the dialogue of Justin shew that the no- 
tions of a pre-existent Messiah were by no means very widely spread in Judaism 
(See also Orig. c. Cels. 149: ^^A Jew would not at all admit that any Prophet 
had said, the Son of God will come: they avoided this designation and used 
instead the saying: the anointed of God will come*'). The Apocalyptists and 
Rabbis attributed pre-existence, that is, a heavenly origin to many sacred things 
and persons, such as the Patriarchs, Moses, the Tabernacle, the Temple vessels, 
the city of Jerusalem. That the true Temple and the real Jerusalem were with 
God in heaven and would come down from heaven at the appointed time, must 
have been a very wide-spread idea, especially at the time of the destruction of 
Jerusalem, and even earlier than that (see Gal. IV. 26: Rev. XXI. 2: Heb. 
XII. 22). In the Assumption of Moses (c. i) Moses says of himself: Dominus 
invenit me, qui ab initio orbis terrarum prseparatus sum, ut sim arbiter (fiwfni^) 
testamenti illius (rlfc het^tjiai^ abroO), In the Midrasch Bereschith rabba VIII. 2. 
we read, ^^R. Simeon ben Lakisch says, ^The law was in existence 2000 years 
before the creation of the world.' " In the Jewish treatise Ilfotrm^ 'Imtr^^^ which 
Origen has several times quoted, Jacob says of himself (ap. Orig. tom. II in 
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method of speculation, so far as an attempt was made thereby 
to express the special value of an empiric object, by distin- 
guishing between the essence and the inadequate form of ap- 
pearance, hypostatising the essence, and exalting it above 
time and space. But when a later appearance was conceived 
as the aim of a series of preparations, it was frequently hy- 
postatised and placed above these preparations even in time. 
The supposed aim was, in a kind of real existence, placed, 
as first cause, before the means which were destined to real- 
ise it on earth. ^ 



Joann. c. 25. 0pp. IV. 84): ^^S ykp AoAfiv t^3c ^(iB^, hyk^lBuci^fi not ^pa4K 
ftyytAoQ $990 flfi^ 9yii xdt w¥^fui ipx*^ ^ *AfipmkfA nmi ^lo'ctkn w^Kttvhio'en 
vp9 wmfT9^ ^py9v, iy«^ iVUuU^fi .... iyib irpmT9y9if9Q xeofri^ {"^00 ^at9Vfii¥9t/ ^d If oO." 
These examples coidd easily be increased. The Jewish speculations about Angels and 
Mediators, which at the time of Christ grew very luxuriantly among the Scribes 
and Apocalyptista, and endangered the purity and vitality of the Old Testament 
idea of God, were also very important for the development of Christian dog- 
matics. But neither these speculations, nor the notions of heavenly Archetypes, 
nor of pre-existence, are to be referred to Hellenic influence. Tliis may have 
co-operated here and there, but the rise of these speculations in Judaism is not 
to be explained by it; they rather exhibit the Oriental stamp. But, of course, 
the stage in the development of the nations had now been reached, in which 
the creations of Oriental fancy and Mythology could be fused with the ideal 
conceptions of Hellenic philosophy. 

I The conception of heavenly ideals of precious earthly things followed from 
the first naive method of speculation we have mentioned, that of a pre-existence 
of persons from the last. If the world was created for the sake of the people 
of Israel, and the Apocalyptists expressly taught that, then it follows, that in 
the thought of God Israel was older than the world. The idea of a kind of 
pre-existence of the people of Israel follows from this. We can still see this 
process of thought very plainly in the shepherd of Hennas, who expressly de- 
clares that the world was created for the sake of the Church. In consequence 
of this he maintains that the Church was very old, and was created before the 
foundation of the world. See Vis. I. 2. 4 : II. 4. i : Amrf 9tv iFf99'fiuTipm (scil. 
^ IwcAiftf'/dr) : "Ori, ^0'/y, ir^hfrtn/ wp^tmi Inrivhi hk r9^r9 w^cfivripa, tuti itk raCnifV 
6 x49H9^ nmmifrivhi. But in order to estunate aright the bearing of these specu- 
lations, we must observe that, according to them, the precious things and per- 
sons, so far as they are now really manifested, were never conceived as endowed 
with a double nature. No hint is given of such an assumption; the sensible 
appearance was rather conceived as a mere wrapping which was necessary only 
to its becoming visible, or, conversely, the pre-existence or the archetype was no 
longer thought of in presence of the historical appearance of the object. That 
pneumatic form of existence was not set forth in accordance with tlie analogy 
of existence verified by sense, but was left in suspense. The idea of ^^exist- 
ence" here could run through all the stages which, according to the Mythology 
and Metaphysic of the time, lay between what we now call ^^ valid," and the 
most concrete being. He who nowadays undertakes to justify the notion of 
pre-existence, will find himself in a very different situation from these earlier 
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Some of the first confessors of the Gospel, though not all 
the writers of the New Testament, in accordance with the 
same method, went beyond the declarations which Jesus him- 
self had made about his person, and endeavoured to conceive 
its value and absolute significance abstractly and speculatively. 
The religious convictions (see § 3. 2): (i) That the founding 
of the Kingdom of God on earth, and the mission of Jesus 
as the perfect mediator, were from eternity based on God's 
plan of Salvation, as his main purpose; (2) that the exalted 
Christ was called into a position of Godlike Sovereignty be- 
longing to him of right; (3) that God himself was mani- 
fested in Jesus, and that he therefore surpasses all mediators 
of the Old Testament, nay, even all angelic powers, — these 
convictions with some took the form that Jesus pre-existed, and 
that in him has appeared and taken fiesh a heavenly being, 
fashioned like God, who is older than the world, nay, its cre- 
ative principle. * The conceptions of the old Teachers, Paul, 
the author of the Epistle to the Hebrews, the Apocalypse, 
the author of the first Epistle of Peter, the fourth Evangel- 
ist, differ in many ways when they attempt to define these 
convictions more closely. The latter is the only one who has 
recognised with perfect clearness that the premundane Christ 
must be assumed to be tio^ &v h ipx^ ^pii rbv Ssiv, so as not 
to endanger by this speculation the contents and significance 
of the revelation of God which was given in Christ. This, in 
the earliest period, was essentially a religious problem, that 
is, it was not introduced for the explanation of cosmological 
problems, (see, especially. Epistle to the Ephesians, i Peter; 
but also the Gospel of John), and there stood peacefully be- 

times, as he will no longer be able to count on shifting conceptions of exist- 
ence. See Appendix I, at the end of this Vol. for a fuller discussion of the idea 
of pre-existence. 

I It must be observed here that Palestinian Judaism, without any apparent 
influence from Alexandria, though not independently of the Greek spirit, had 
already created a multitude of intermediate beings between God and the world, 
avowing thereby that the idea of God had become stiff and rigid. "• Its original 
aim was simply to help the God of Judaism in his need." Among these inter- 
mediate beings should be specially mentioned the Memra of God (see also the 
Shechina and the Metatron). 
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side it, such conceptions as recognised the equipment of the 
man Jesus for his office in a communication of the Spirit at 
his baptism, * or in virtue of Isaiah VII, found the germ of 
his unique nature in his miraculous origin. ^ But as soon as that 
speculation was detached from its original foundation, it ne- 
cessarily withdrew the minds of believers from the considera- 
tion of the work of Christ, and from the comtemplation of 
the revelation of God which was given in the ministry of the 
historical person Jesus. The mystery of the person of Jesus 
in itself, would then necessarily appear as the true revelation. * 

A series of theologoumena and religious problems for the 
future doctrine of Christianity lay ready in the teaching of 
the Pharisees and in the Apocalypses (see especially the fourth 
book of Ezra), and was really fitted for being of service to 
it ; e. ^., doctrines about Adam, universal sinfulness, the fall, 
predestination, Theodocy, etc., besides all kinds of ideas about 
redemption. Besides these spiritual doctrines there were not 
a few spiritualised myths which were variously made use of 
in the Apocalypses. A rich, spiritual, figurative style, only too 
rich and therefore confused, waited for the theological artist 
to purify, reduce and vigorously fashion. There really remained 
very little of the Cosmico-Mythological in the doctrine of the 
great Church. 

Supplement — The reference to the proof from prophecy, to 
the current exposition of the Old Testament, to the Apocalyp- 
tic and the prevailing methods of speculation, does not suffice to 

1 See Justin. Dial. 48. fin : Justin certainly is not favourably disposed towards 
those who regard Christ as a ^^xnan among men," but he knows that there are 
such people. 

2 The miraculous genesis of Christ in the Virgin by the Holy Spirit and the 
real pre-existence are of course mutually exclusive. At a later period, it is true, 
it became necessary to unite them in thought. 

3 There is the less need for treating this more fully here, as no New Testa- 
ment Christology has become the direct starting-point of later doctrinal devel- 
opments. The Gentile Christians had transmitted to them, as a unanimous 
doctrine, the message, that Christ is the Lord who is to be worshipped, and 
that one must think of him as the Judge of the living and the dead, that is, 
&% Tfp/ tffoi/. But it certainly could not fail to be of importance for the result, 
that already many of the earliest Christian writers, and therefore even Paul, 
perceived in Jesus a spiritual being come down from heaven (TvffDfia) who was 
fv fi0^^ 4f0{7, and whose real act of love consisted in his very descent. 
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explain all the elements which are found in the different types 
of Christian preaching. We must rather bear in mind here 
that the earliest communities were enthusiastic, and had yet 
among them prophets and ecstatic persons. Such circumstan- 
ces will always directly produce facts in the history. But, in 
the majority of cases, it is absolutely impossible to account 
subsequently for the causes of such productions, because their 
formation is subject to no law accessible to the understanding. 
It is therefore inadmissible to regard as proved the reality of 
what is recorded and believed to be a fact, when the motive 
and interest which led to its acceptance can no longer be 
ascertained. ^ 

Moreover, if we consider the conditions, outer and inner, 
in which the preaching of Christ in the first decades was 
placed, conditions which in every way threatened the Gospel 
with extravagance, we shall only see cause to wonder that it 
continued to shine forth amid all its wrappings. We can still, 

I The creation of the New Testament canon first paved the way for patting 
an end, though only in part, to the production of Evangelic ^ facts ** within the 
Church. For Hennas (Sim. IX. i6) can relate that the Apostles also descended 
to the under world and there preached. Others report the same of John the 
Baptist. Origen in his homily on i. Kings XXVII, says that Moses, Samuel 
and all the Prophets descended to Hades and there preached. A series of facts 
of Evangelic history which have no parallel in the accounts of our Synoptists, 
and are certainly legendary, may be put together from the epistle of Barnabas, 
Justin, the second epistle of Clement, Papias, the Gospel to the Hebrews, and 
the Gospel to the Egyptians, But the synoptic reports themselves, especially 
in the articles for which we have only a solitary witness, shew an extensive 
legendary material, and even in the Gospel of John, the free production of facts 
cannot be mistaken. Of what a curious nature some of these were, and that they 
are by no means to be entirely explained from the Old Testament, as for example, 
Justin's account of the ass on which Christ rode into Jerusalem, having been 
bound to a vine, is shewn by the very old fragment in one source of the Apostolic 
constitutions (Texte u. Unters. II. 5. p. 28 (T.); Ifn (rv^'fy 6 ZiiAvnmk^ rhf Uprw 
Mtf rd Ton^p<9y nai nhhAyyuvn «^rik kiyw ' toCt9 ion rd vttfid fMV atoi rd tfTfut, tv* 
ixlrpt^t rauretiQ (the women) tf-vo'r^vai ^fuv .... Mdp$M mIvtw hk Haptdfi^ Hrs §Tit» 
almi¥ iiatit&vwt, Map/a fTrtv olniTt lyi^mcm. Narratives such as those of Christ's 
descent to Hell and ascent to heaven, which arose comparatively late, though still 
at the close of the first century (see Book I. Chap. 3) sprang out of short for- 
mulae containing an antithesis (death and resurrection, first advent in lowliness, 
second advent in glory: descensus de ccelo, ascensus in ccelum; ascensus in 
coelum, descensus ad infema) which appeared to be required by Old Testa- 
ment predictions, and were commended by their naturalness. Just as it is still, in 
the same way naively inferred: if Christ rose bodily he must also have ascended 
bodily (visibly?) into heaven. 
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out of the strangest ^'fulfilments", legends and mythological 
ideas, read the religious conviction, that the aim and goal of 
history is disclosed in the history of Christ, and that the Divine 
has now entered into history in a pure form. 

Literature. — The Apocalypses of Daniel, Enoch, Moses, 
Baruch, Ezra; Schiirer, History of the Jewish People in the time 
of Christ; Baldensperger, in the work already mentioned. 
Weber, System der Altsynagogalen palastinischen Theologie, 
1880, Kuenen, Hibbert Lectures, 1883. Hilgenfeld, Die judische 
Apokalyptik, 1857. Wellhausen, Sketch oftheHistory of Israel 
and Judah, 1887. Diestel, Gesch. des A. T. in der Christl. 
Kirche, 1869. Other literature in Schiirer. The essay of Hell- 
wag in the Theol. Jahrb. von Baur and Zeller, 1848, ''Die 
Vorstellung von der Praexistenz Christi in der altesten Kirche", 
is worth noting; also Joel, Blicke in die Religionsgeschichte 
zu Anfang des 2 Christl. Jahrhunderts, 1880-1883. 

§ 5. The Religious Conceptions and the Religious Philosophy 

of the Hellenistic Jews, in their significance for 

the later formulation of the Gospel. 

I. From the remains of the Jewish Alexandrian literature 
and the Jewish Sibylline writings, also from the work of Jo- 
sephus and especially from the great propaganda of Judaism 
in the Graeco-Roman world, (we may gather that there was 
a Judaism in the Diaspora for the consciousness of which the 
cultus and ceremonial law were of comparatively subordinate 
importance, while the monotheistic worship of God, apart from 
images, the doctrines of virtue and belief in a future reward 
beyond the grave, stood in the foreground as its really essential 
marks.] Converted Gentiles were no longer everywhere required to 
be even circumcised ; the bath of purification was deemed ' 
sufficient. The Jewish religion here appears transformed into 
a universal human ethic and a monotheistic cosmology. For 
that reason, the idea of the Theocracy as well as the Mes- 
sianic hopes of the future faded away or were uprooted. The 
latter, indeed, did not altogether pass away ; but as the oracles 
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of the Prophets were made use of mainly for the purpose of 
proving the antiquity and certainty of monotheistic belief, the 
thought of the future was essentially exhausted in the expec- 
tation of the dissolution of the Roman empire, the burning 
of the world, and the eternal recompense. (The specific Jewish 
element, however, stood out plainly in the assertion that the 
Old Testament, and especially the books of Moses, were the 
source of all true knowledge of God,| and the sum total of all 
doctrines of virtue for the nations, as well as in the connected 
assertion that the religious and moral culture of the Greeks 
was derived from the Old Testament, as the source from which 
the Greek Poets and Philosophers had drawn their inspiration. ^ 
( These Jews and the Greeks converted by them formed, as 
it were, a Judaism of a second order without law, L ^., cere- 
monial law, and with a minimum of statutory regulations. 
This Judaism prepared the soil for the Christianising of the 
Greeks, as well as for the genesis of a great Gentile Church 
in the empire free from the law; and this the more that, as 
it seems, after the second destruction of Jerusalem the punc- 
tilious observance of the law * was imposed more strictly than 
before on all who worshipped the God of the Jews. • 

1 The Sibylline Oracles, composed by Jews, from i6o. B.C. to i8o A.D. 
are specially instructive here: See the Editions of Friedlieb. 1852; Alexandre, 
1869; Rzach, 1 89 1. Delaunay, Moines et Siby lies dans Tantiquit^ jad6o-grecque 
1874. Schiirer in the work mentioned above. The writings of Josephus also 
yield rich booty, especially his apology for Judaism in the two books against 
Apion. But it must be noted that there were Jews, enlightened by Hellenism, 
who were still very zealous in their observance of the law. " Philo urges 
most earnestly to the observance of the law in opposition to that party which 
drew the extreme inferences of the allegoristic method, and put aside the outer 
legality as something not essential for the spiritual life. Philo thinks that by 
an exact observance of these ceremonies on their material side, one will also 
come to know better their symbolical meaning** (Siegfried, Philo p. 157). 

2 Direct evidence is certainly almost entirely wanting here, but the indirect 
speaks all the more emphatically: see § 3. Supplements i. 2. 

3 The Jewish propaganda, though by no means effaced, gave way very dis- 
tinctly to the Christian from the middle of the second century. But from this 
time we find few more traces of an enlightened Hellenistic Judaism. Moreover, 
the Messianic expectation also seems to have somewhat given way to occupation 
with the law. But the God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, as well as other 
Jewish terms certainly played a great r61e in Gentile and Gnostic magical formulae 
of the third century, as may be seen, e, ^., from many passages in Origen c. 
Cclsum. 
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The Judaism just portrayed, developed itself, under the in- 
fluence of the Greek culture with which it came in contact, 
into a kind of Cosmopolitanism. It divested itself, as religion, 
of all national forms, and exhibited itself as the most perfect 
expression of that ''natural" religion which the stoics had 
disclosed. But in proportion as it was enlarged and spiritual- 
ised to a universal religion for humanity, it abandoned what 
was most peculiar to it, and could not compensate for that 
loss by the assertion of the thesis, that the Old Testament is 
the oldest and most reliable source of that natural religion, 
which in the traditions of the Greeks had only witnesses of 
the second rank. (The vigour and immediatenessof the religious 
feeling was flattened down to a moralism, the barrenness of 
which drove some Jews even into Gnosis, mysticism and as- 
ceticism. * ' 

2. The Jewish Alexandrian philosophy of religion, of which 
Philo gives us the clearest conception, * is the scientific theory 
which corresponded to this religious conception. The theolo- 
gical system which Philo, in accordance with the example of 
others, gave out as the Mosaic system revealed by God, and 

1 The prerogative of Israel was for all that clung to; Israel remains the 
chosen people. 

2 The brilliant investigations of Bemays, however, have shewn how many- 
sided that philosophy of religion was. The proofs of asceticism in this Helle- 
nistic Judaism are especially of great interest for the history of dogma (See 
Theophrastus* treatise on piety). In the eighth Epistle of Heraclitus composed 
by a Hellenistic Jew in the first century, it is said (Bemays, p. 182), ^^So long 
a time before, O Hermodorus, saw thee that Sibyl, and even then thou wert*' 
(fTSf 0*1 Tpd roa-ouTov aUSvoQ, ZpfAd^ttpt ^ S//3vAAa txt/ini, xai t6t9 ^a-^a). Even 
here then the notion is expressed, that foreknowledge and predestination invest 
the known and the determined with a kind of existence. Of great importance 
is the fact that even before Philo, the idea of the wisdom of God creating the 
world and passing over to men had been hypostatised in Alexandrian Judaism 
(see Sirach, Baruch, the wisdom of Solomon, Enoch, nay, even the book of 
Proverbs). But so long as the deutero-canonical Old Testament, and also the 
Alexandrine and Apocalyptic literature continue in the sad condition in which 
they are at present, we can form no certain judgment and draw no decided 
conclusions on the subject. When will the scholar appear who will at length 
throw light on these writings, and therewith on the section of inner Jewish 
history most interesting to the Christian theologian? As yet we have only a 
most thankworthy preliminary study in Schtirer^s great work, and beside it par- 
ticular or dilettante attempts which hardly shew what the problem really is, 
far less solve it. What disclosures even the fourth book of the Maccabees alone 
yields for the connection of the Old Testament with Hellenism I 
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proved from the Old Testament by means of the allegoric 
exegetic method, is essentially identical with the system of 
Stoicism, which had been mixed with Platonic elements and 
had lost its Pantheistic materialistic impress. The fundamental 
idea from which Philo starts is a Platonic one; the dualism 
of God and the world, spirit and matter. The idea of God 
itself is therefore abstractly and negatively conceived (God, 
the real substance which is not finite), and has nothing more 
in common with the Old Testament conception. The possi- 
bility, however, of being able to represent God as acting on 
matter, which as the finite is the non-existent, and therefore 
the evil, is reached, with the help of the Stoic ?J^oi as working 
powers and of the Platonic doctrine of archetypal ideas, and 
in outward connection with the Jewish doctrine of angels and 
the Greek doctrine of demons, by the introduction of inter- 
mediate spiritual beings which, as personal and impersonal 
powers proceeding from God, are to be thought of as opera- 
tive causes and as Archetypes. All these beings are, as it 
were, comprehended in the Logos. By the Logos Philo under- 
stands the operative reason of God, and consequently also the 
power of God. The Logos is to him the thought of God and 
at the same time the product of his thought, therefore both 
idea and power. But further, the Logos is God himself on 
that side of him which is turned to the world, as also the 
ideal of the world and the unity of the spiritual forces which 
produce the world and rule in it. He can therefore be put 
beside God and in opposition to the world, but he can also, 
so far as the spiritual contents of the world are comprehended 
in him, be put with the world in contrast with God. The 
Logos accordingly appears as the Son of God, the foremost 
creature, the representative. Viceroy, High Priest, and Mes- 
senger of God, and again as principle of the world, spirit of 
the world, nay, as the world itself. He appears as a power 
and as a person, as a function of God and as an active di- 
vine being. Had Philo cancelled the contradiction which lies 
in this whole conception of the Logos, his system would have 
been demolished; for that system with its hard antithesis of 
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God and the world, needed a mediator who was, and yet was 
not God, as well as world. From this contrast, however, it 
further followed that we can only think of a world-formation 
by the Logos, not of a world-creation. * Within this world 
man is regarded as a microcosm, that is, as a being of Divine 
nature according to his spirit, who belongs to the heavenly 
world, while the adhering body is a prison which holds men 
captive in the fetters of sense, that is, of sin. 

The Stoic and Platonic ideals and rules of conduct (also 
the Neopythagorean) were united by Philo in the religious^ 
Ethic as well as in the Cosmology. Rationalistic moralism is 
surmounted by the injunction to strive after a higher good ^ 
lying above virtue. But here, at the same time, is the point 
at which Philo decidedly goes beyond Platonism, and introduces 
a new thought into Greek Ethics, and also in correspondence 
therewith into theoretic philosophy. This thought, which 
indeed lay altogether in the line of the development of Greek 
philosophy, was not, however, pursued by Philo into all its 
consequences, though it was the expression of a new frame 
of mind. While the highest good is resolved by Plato and 
his successors into knowledge of truth, which truth, together 
with the idea of God, lies in a sphere really accessible to the 
intellectual powers of the human spirit, the highest good, the 
Divine original being, is considered by Philo, though not 
invariably, to be above reason, and the power of compre- 
hending it is denied to the human intellect. This assumption, 
a concession which Greek speculation was compelled to make 
to positive religion for the supremacy which was yielded to 
it, was to have far-reaching consequences in the future. A 
place was now far the first time provided in philosophy for a 

I ^^So far as the sensible world is a work of the Logos, it is called vftinpoc 
J/^C (quod deus immut. 6. 1. 277), or according to Proverbs VIII. 22, an offspring 
of God and wisdom: ^ tk xx^if^xfiiyii rd ro0 UoO wipiut rtXto^poiq diK^t 
rhv lUvw xmi AymniThv edahfrlv itbv irtx^fin rSvie rdv kSviuv (de ebriet. 8. I, 361 f.). 
So far as the Logos is High Priest his relation to the world is symbolically 
expressed by the garment of the High Priest, to which exegesis the play on the 
word K6vito^ as meaning both ornament and world, lent its aid.** This specu- 
lation (see Siegfried. PUlo 235) is of special importance; for it shews how 
closely the ideas tt^TfioQ and Adyoi were connected. 
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mythology to be regarded as revelation. The highest truths 
which could not otherwise be reached, might be sought for in 
the oracles of the Deity; for knowledge resting on itself had 
learnt by experience its inability to attain to the truth in 
which blessedness consists. In this very experience the intel- 
lectualism of Greek Ethics wcls^ not indeed cancelled^ but sur- 
mounted. The injunction to free oneself from sense and strive 
upwards by means of knowledge, remained; but the wings of 
the thinking mind bore it only to the entrance of the sanc- 
tuary. Only ecstasy produced by God himself was able to 
lead to the reality above reason. The great novelties in the 
system of Philo, though in a certain sense the way had al- 
ready been prepared for them, are the introduction of the idea 
of a philosophy of revelation and the advance beyond the 
absolute intellectualism of Greek philosophy, an advance based 
on scepticism, but also on the deep-felt needs of life. Only 
the germs of these are found in Philo, but they are already 
operative. They are innovations of world-wide importance; 
for in them the covenant between the thoughts of reason on 
the one hand, and the belief in revelation and mysticism on 
the other, is already so completed that neither by itself could 
permanently maintain the supremacy. Thought about the world 
was henceforth dependent not only on practical motives, it is 
always that, but on the need of a blessedness and peace which 
is higher than all reason. It might, perhaps, be allowable to 
say that Philo was the first who, as a philosopher, plainly 
expressed that need, just because he was not only a Greek, 
but also a Jew. ^ 

Apart from the extremes into which the ethical counsels of 
Philo run, they contain nothing that had not been demanded 
by philosophers before him. The purifying of the affections, 
the renunciation of sensuality, the acquisition of the four car- 
dinal virtues, the greatest possible simplicity of life, as well 

I Of aU the Greek Philosophers of the second century, Plutarch of Ch&ronea, 
died c. 125 A. D. and Numenius of Apamea, second half of the second century, 
approach nearest to Philo; but the latter of the two was undoubtedly familiar 
with Jewish philosophy, specially with Philo, and probably also with Christian 
writings. 
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as a cosmopolitan disposition are enjoined. ^ But the attainment 
of the highest morality by our own strength is despaired of, 
and man is directed beyond himself to God's assistance. Re- 
demption begins with the spirit reflecting on its own condi- 
tion; it advances by a knowledge of the world and of the 
Logos, and it is perfected, after complete asceticism, by mystic 
ecstatic contemplation in which a man loses himself, but in 
return is entirely filled and moved by God. * In this condition 
man has a foretaste of the blessedness which shall be given 
him when the soul, freed from the body, will be restored to 
its true existence as a heavenly being. 

This system, notwithstanding its appeal to revelation, has, 
in the strict sense of the word, no place for Messianic hopes, 
of which nothing but very insignificant rudiments are found 
in Philo. But he was really animated by the hope of a glo- 
rious time to come for Judaism. The synthesis of the Mes- 
siah and the Logos did not lie within his horizon. ' 

3. ^Neither Philo's philosophy of religion, nor the mode of 
thought from which it springs, exercised any appreciable in-^> 
fluence on the first generation of believers in Christ. V But 
its practical ground-thoughts, though in different degrees, 
must have found admission very early into the Jewish Chris- ^ 
tian circles of the Diaspora, and through them to Gentile 
Christian circles also. Philo's philosophy of religion became 

1 As to the way V which Philo (see also 4 Maccab. V. 24) learned to connect 
the Stoic ethics with the aathority of the Torah, as was also done by the Pales- 
tinian Midxash) and represented the Torah as the foundation of the world, and 
therewith as the law of nature: see Siegfried, Philo, p. 156. 

2 Philo by his exhortations to seek the blessed life, has by no means broken 
with the intellectualism of the Greek philosophy, he has only gone beyond it. 
The way of knowledge and speculation is to him also the way of religion and 
morality. But his formal principle is supernatural and leads to a supernatural 
knowledge which finally passes over into sight. 

3 But everything was now ready for this synthesis so that it could be, and 
immediately was, completed by Christian philosophers. 

4 We cannot discover Philo*s influence in the writings of Paul. But here 
again we must remember that the scripture learning of Palestinian teachers de- 
veloped speculations which appear closely related to the Alexandrian, and partly 
are so, but yet cannot be deduced from them. The element common to them 
must, for the present at least, be deduced from the harmony of conditions in 
which the different nations of the East were at that time placed, a harmony 
which we cannot exactly measure. 

u 
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operative among Christian teachers from the beginning of 
the second century, ^ and at a later period actually obtained 
the significance of a standard of Christian theology, Philo 
gaining a place among Christian writers. The systems of 
Valentinus and Origen presuppose that of Philo. It can no 
longer, however, be shewn with certainty how far the direct 
influence of Philo reached, as the development of religious 
ideas in the second century took a direction which necessarily 
led to views similar to those which Philo had anticipated (see 
§ 6, and the whole following account). 

Supplement. — The hermeneutic principles (the " Biblicalal- 
chemy"), above all, became of the utmost importance for the 
following period. These were partly invented by Philo him- 
self, partly traditional, — the Haggadic rules of exposition, 
and the hermeneutic principles of the Stoics having already 
at an earlier period been united in Alexandria. They fall 
into two main classes; "first, those according to which the 
literal sense is excluded, and the allegoric proved to be the 
only possible one, and then, those according to which the 
allegoric sense is discovered as standing beside and above the 
literal sense." ' That these rules permitted the discovery of 
a new sense by minute changes within a word, was a point 
of special importance. ' Christian teachers went still further 
in this direction, and, as can be proved, altered the text of 
the Septuagint in order to make more definite what suggested 
itself to them as the meaning of a passage, or in order to 
give a satisfactory meaning to a sentence which appeared to 
them unmeaning or offensive. ^ Nay, attempts were not want- 

1 The conception of God*s relation to the world as given in the fourth 
Gospel is not Philonic. The Logos doctrine there is therefore essentially not 
that of Philo (against Kuenen and others, See p. 93). 

2 Si^Med (Philo. p. 160-197) has presented in detail Philo's allegorical 
interpretation of scripture, his hermeneutic principles and their appUcation. 
Without an exact knowledge of these principles we cannot understand the Scrip- 
ture expositions of the Fathers, and therefore also cannot do them justice. 

3 See Siegfried, Philo. p. 176. Yet, as a rule, the method of isolating and adapting 
passages of scripture, and the method of unlimited combination were suflkienL 

4 Numerous examples of this may be found in the epbUe of Barnabas (see 
c 4-9), and in the dialogue of Justin with Trypho (here they are objects of 
controversy, see cc. 71-73, lao), but also in many other Christian writings, («.^., 
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ing among Christians in the second century — they were 
aided by the uncertainty that existed about the extent of 
the Septuagint, and by the want of plain predictions about 
the death upon the cross — to determine the Old Testament 
canon in accordance with new principles; that is, to alter 
the text on the plea that the Jews had corrupted it, and to 
insert new books into the Old Testament, above all Jewish 
Apocalypses revised in a Christian sense. TertuUian (de cultu 
fern. I. 3,) furnishes a good example of the latter. ''Scio 
scripturam Enoch, quae hunc ordinem angelis dedit, non recipi 
a quibusdam, quia nee in armorium Judaicum admittitur .... 
sed cum Enoch eadem scriptura etiam de domino praedicarit, 
a nobis quidem nihil omnino reiciendum est quod pertinet ad 
nos. Et legimus omnem scripturam sedificationi habilem 
divinitus inspirari. A Judaeis potest jam videri propterea 

reiecta, sicut et cetera fere quae Christum sonant Eo 

accedit quod Enoch apud Judam apostolum testimonium pos- 
sidet." Compare also the history of the Apocalypse of Ezra in 
the Latin Bible (Old Testament). Not only the genuine Greek 
portions of the Septuagint, but also many Apocalypses were 
quoted by Christians in the second century as of equal value 
with the Old Testament. It was the New Testament that 
slowly put an end to these tendencies towards the formation 
of a Christian Old Testament. 

I. Clem. ad. Cor. VIII. 3: XVII. 6: XXIII. 3. 4: XXVI. 5:XLVI. 2:2. Clem. 
XIII. 2). These Christian additions were long retained in the Latin Bible, 
(see wlso Lactantius and other Latins: Pseudo-Cyprian de aleat. 2 etc.), the 
most celebrated of them is the addition ^ a ligno " to * dominus regnavit " in Psalm 
XCVI: see Credner, BeitriLge II. The treatment of the Old Testament in the 
epistle of Barnabas is specially instructiye, and exhibits the greatest formal 
agreement with that of Philo. We may close here with the words in which Siegfried 
sums up his judgment on Philo. ^^No Jewish writer has contributed so much 
as Philo to the breaking up of particularism, and the dissolution of Judaism. 
The history of his people, though he believed in it literally, was in its main 
points a didactic allegoric poem for enabling him to inculcate the doctrine that 
man attains the vision of God by mortification of the flesh. The law was regarded 
by him as the best guide to this, but it had lost its exclusive value, as it was 
admitted to be possible to reach the goal without it, and it had, besides, its aim 
outside itself. The God of Philo was no longer the old living God of Israel, 
but an imaginary being who, to obtain power over the world, needed a Logos 
by whom the palladium of Israel, the unity of God, was taken a prey. So 
Israel lost everything which had hitherto characterised her. 
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To find the spiritual meaning of the sacred text, partly be- 
side the literal, partly by excluding it, became the watchword 
for the *' scientific" Christian theology which was possible only 
on this basis, as it endeavoured to reduce the immense and 
dissimilar material of the Old Testament to unity with the 
Gospel, and both with the religious and scientific culture of 
the Greeks, — yet without knowing a relative standard, the 
application of which would alone have rendered possible in a 
loyal way the solution of the task. Here, Fhilo was the master ; 
for he first to a great extent poured the new wine into old 
bottles. Such a procedure is warranted by its final purpose; 
for history is a unity. But applied in a pedantic and strin- 
gently dogmatic way it is a source of deception, of untruth- 
fulness, and finally of total blindness. 

Literature. — Gfrorer, Das Jahr. des Heils, 1838. Parthey, 
Das Alexandr. Museum, 1838. Matter, Hist, de T^cole d'Alex. 
1840. Dahne, Gesch. Darstellung der jud.-alex. Religions- 
philos. 1834. Zeller, Die Philosophic der Griechen, III. 2. 3rd 
Edition. Mommsen, History of Rome. Vol. V. Siegfried, 
Philo von Alex. 1875. Massebieau, Le Classement desCEuvres 
de Philon, 1889. Hatch, Essays in Biblical Greek, 1889. 
Drummond, Philo Judaeus, 1888. Bigg, The Christian Plato- 
nists of Alexandria, 1886. Schiirer, History of the Jewish People. 
The investigations of Freudenthal (Hellenistische Studien), and 
Bernays (Ueber das phokylideische Gedicht; Theophrastos' 
Schrifl iiber Frommigkeit ; Die heraklitischen Briefe.) Kuenen, 
Hibbert Lectures: "Christian Theology could have made and 
has made much use of Hellenism. But the Christian religion 
cannot have sprung from this source.** Havet thinks other- 
wise, though in the fourth volume of his "Origines** he has 
made unexpected admissions. 

§ 6. The Religious Dispositions of the Greeks and Romans 

in the first two centuries, and the current Grasco- 

Roman Philosophy of Religion. 

I. After the national religion and the religious sense gener- 
/ ally in cultured circles had been all but lost in the age of 
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Cicero and Augustus, there is noticeable in the Grsco-Roman 
world from the beginning of the second century a revival of 
religious feeling which embraced all classes of society, and 
appears, especially from the middle of that century, to have 
increased from decennium to decennium. ^ Parallel with it went 
the not altogether unsuccessful attempt to restore the old na-^ 
tional worship, religious usages, oracles, etc.\ In these attempts, 
however, which were partly superficial and artificial, the new^ 
religious needs found neither vigorous nor clear expression. 
These needs rather sought new forms of satisfaction corres- ^ 
ponding to the wholly changed conditions of the time, includ- 
ing intercourse and mixing of the nations; decay of the old 
republican orders, divisions and ranks; monarchy and absolu- 
tism and social crises; pauperism; influence of philosophy on 
the domain of public morality and law; cosmopolitanism and 
the rights of man; influx of Oriental cults into the west; 
knowledge of the world and disgust with it. The decay of 
the old political cults and syncretism produced a disposition 
in favour of monotheism both among the cultured classes who 
had been prepared for it by philosophy, and also gradually 
among the masses. Religion and individual morality became ^ 
more closely connected. There was developed a correspond- 
ing attempt at spiritualising the worship alongsideof and within 
the ceremonial forms, and at giving it a direction towards the ^ 
moral elevation of man through the ideas of moral personal- 
ity, conscience, and purity. The ideas of repentance, and of 
expiation and healing of the soul, became of special importance, 
and consequently such Oriental cults came to the front as 
required the former and guaranteed the latter. '^But what was 
sought above all, was to enter into an inner union with the -^ 
Deity, to be saved by him and become a partaker in the 
possession and enjoyment of his life.; The worshipper conse- 
quently longed to find a " praesens numen " and the revelation 
of him in the cultus, and hoped to put himself in possession 
of the Deity by asceticism and mysterious rites. This new 

I Proofs in Friedlander, Sittengeschichte, vol. 3. 
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piety longed for health and purity of soul, and elevation above 
earthly things, and in connection with these a divine, that 
is, a painless and eternal life beyond the grave (^'renatus in 
sternum taurobolio "). A world beyond was desired, sought 
for and viewed with an uncertain eye. By detachment from 
earthly things and the healing of its diseases (the passions) the 
freed, new born soul should return to its divine nature and 
existence. It is not a hope of immortality such as the ancients 
had dreamed of for their heroes, where they continue, as it 
were, their earthly existence in blessed enjoyment. To the 
more highly pitched self-consciousness this life had become a 
burden, and in the miseries of the present, one hoped for a 
future life in which the pain and vulgarity of the unreal life of 
earth would be completely laid aside fET^xpirf/^ and iifdrrxffi^). 
If the new moralistic feature stood out still more emphatically 
in the piety of the second century, it vanished more and more 
behind the religious feature, the longing after life * and after 
a Redeemer God. (No one could any longer be a God who 

^' was not also a saviour. *) 

^ With all this Polytheism was not suppressed, but only put 
into a subordinate place. On the contrary, it was as lively 
and active as ever. For the idea of a nutnen suprentum did 
not exclude belief in the existence and manifestation of sub- 
ordinate deities. Apotheosis came into currency. The old 
state religion first attained its highest and most powerful ex- 
pression in the worship of the emperor, (the emperor glorified 

1 See the chapter on belief in immortality in FriedlUnder. Sittengesch. Roms. 
Bde. 3. Among the numerous mysteries known to us, that of Mythras deserves 
special consideration. From the middle of the second century the Church Fa- 
thers saw in it, above all, the caricature of the Church. The worship of Mithras 
had its redeemer, its mediator, hierarchy, sacrifice, baptism and sacred meal. The 
ideas of expiation, immortality, and the Redeemer God, were very vividly pre- 
sent in this cult, which of course, in later times, borrowed much from Christi- 
anity; see the accounts of Marquardt, R^ville, and the Essay of Sayous, Le 
Taurobole in the Rev. de l*Hist. des Religions, 1887, where the earliest literature 
is also utilised. The worship of Mithras in the third century became the most 
powerful rival of Christianity. In connection with this should be specially noted 
the cult of i^culapius, the God who helps the body and the soul; see my essay 
^^ Mediscinisches aus der altesten Kirchengeschichte," 1892. p. 93 ff. 

2 Hence the wide prevalence of the cult of ifisculapius. 
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as " dominus ac deus noster ", * as " praesens et corporalis deus ", 
the Antinous cult, etc.), and in many circles an incarnate ideal 
in the present or the past was sought, which might be 
worshipped as revealer of God and as God, and which might 
be an example of life and an assurance of religious hope. 
Apotheosis became less offensive in proportion as, in connection 
with the fuller recognition of the spiritual dignity of man, the 
estimate of the soul, the spirit, as of supramundane nature, and 
the hope of its eternal continuance in a form of existence 
befitting it, became more general. That was the import of 
the message preached by the Cynics and the Stoics, that the 
truly wise man is Lord, Messenger of God, and God upon 
the earth. (On the other hand, the popular belief clung to 
the idea that the gods could appear and be visible in human u 
form, and this faith, though mocked by the cultured, gained 
numerous adherents, even among them, in the age of the 
Antonines. * 

1 Dominus in certain drcnmstances means more than deus; see Tertull. ApoL 
It signifies more than Soter : see Irenaeus I. I. 3 : . . . . rdv vwr^^a, xiywriv. Mi 
ykp mCpiw ivofJU^tiv abriv iikXovvn'—xCpto^ and itcnr^^ are almost synonymous. 
See Philo. Quis. rer. div. heres. 6: vwAwiia recSra tlvm xiyvrat, 

2 We must give special attention here to the variability and elasticity of the 
concept "tffdc*'f and indeed among the cultured as well as the uncultured (Orig. 
prolegg. in Psalm, in Pitra, Anal. T. II. p. 437, according to a Stoic source; 
lurr' I^AAoy H rpSirw PjytHau Uhv ^^0¥ iAAvttrw ^oytxhif &wov9mo¥, Urrt xito'av 
ivrnlan ifvx^ ^<dy thrdpx"^» ff^ xipiixHTcu, 2(aa«c ^^ kiyiv^tu $i6v rd ««4* oi^d 
'6v f^ov i^dvarov Aq rk Iv Mpitxot^ vtH^l^ wtptixo/iivaQ ^X^^ f*^ Hw^px'** Uo^q), 
They still regarded the Gods as passionless, blessed men living for ever. The 
idea therefore of a $toxoAivtq^ and on the other hand, the idea of the appearance 
of the Gods in human form presented no difficulty (see Acts XIV. 1 1 : XXVIII. 
6). But philosophic speculation — the Platonic, as well as in yet greater mea- 
sure the Stoic, and in the greatest measure of all the Cynic — had led to the 
recognition of something divine in man's spirit {wvtGputt ¥o0q). Marcus Aurelius 
in his Meditations frequently speaks of the God who dwells in us. Clement of 
Alexandria (Strom. VI. 14. 113^ savs: o&r«« i^vapuv Xafio^va xuptaxiiv ^ ifvx*i 
Ii9ktrf, tlvat Mct xcfxdv fih etiiv SAA0 vAifv iyvofa^ tlvai wfii^ovva. In Bemays* 
Heraclitian Epistles pp. 37 f. 135 f. will be found a valuable exposition of Uie 
Stoic [Heraclitian] thesis and its history, that men are Gods. See Norden, Bei- 
trftge sur Gesch. d. griech. Philos. Jahrb. f. klass. Philol. XDC. Suppl. Bd. p. 
373 ff. about the Cynic Philosopher who, contemplating the life and activity of 
man \Kar^Koir9(\^ becomes its iir/rxoToc* and further n£pio^^ HyynXo^ hoO, tftdc hf 
Mpinrot^, The passages which he adduces are of importance for the history of 
dogma in a twofold respect, (i) They present remarkable parallels to Christol- 
ogy [one even finds the designations, ie^p<0C» 2^ffA0c> mpt^mtoc, iT/<rfcoiroc, 4f d^ 
associated with the philosophers as with Christ e,g,^ in Justin; nay, the Cynics 
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The new thing which was here developed, continued to be 

and Neoplatonics speak of MvxoTot Mfiovi^i cf. also the remarkable narrative 
in Laertius VI. 102. concerning the Cynic Menedemus; oJrdc. ««^^ <^v«"<v *I»wrf- 
|3oroc. tlQ rovoOrw npara/a^ ^Aao'tv, i&a'TB*Eftv^0Q ivaXa^civ ^x^f^ mpi^tt, xiymv 
Mo'KOTOc i^7x^»i f| "Atiov rOv dfut^Ofiivuv^ tfwMQ xdXtv xarii^v redirx Away- 
yiKKot To7c fxffi, ia/fioviv], (2) They also explain how the ecclesiastical iir/a-xoiroi 
came to be so highly prized, inasmuch as these also were from a very early 
period regarded as mediators between God and man, and considered as fv Av^ 
ipAirotQ hot). There were not a few who in the first and second centuries, ap- 
peared with the claim to be regarded as a God or an organ inspired and cho- 
sen by God (Simon Magus [cf. the manner of his treatment in Hippol. 
Philos. VI. 8: see also Clem. Hom. II. 27], ApoUonius of Tyana(?), see fur- 
ther Tacitus Hist. II. 51: ^^Mariccus iamque adsertor Galliarum et deus, 

nomen id sibi indiderat"; here belongs also the gradually developing wor- 
ship of the Emperor: ^dominus ac deus noster." cf. Augustus, Inscription of 
the year 25/24 B. C. in Egypt [where the Ptolemies were for long described 
as Gods] 'T^rip Ku/o'etpoQ ^roKpirrofOQ 6toV (Zeitschrift fUr i^gypt. Sprache. 
XXXI. Bd. p. 3). Domitian: hh^ 'A^p/«vdc, Kaibel Inscr. Gr. 829. 1053. 
Mq Ztovilpc^ Eva^gfi^^, 1 06 1 — the Antinous cult with its prophets. See also 
Josephus on Herod Agrippa. Antiq. XIX. 8. 2. (Euseb. H. E. II. 10). The 
flatterers said to him, Mv Tpo^ayo^t^ovrtQ' aJ km fUxpt vCv «&$ Mftnrov h^fi^^ 
tfifjufv, iAAik TO^vraOUv xftfrrovet €r§ iwiTfjQ r^c ^^o'ftfC ifioXoyoOfJUv, Herod himself 
§ 7, says to his friends in his sickness ; 6 Mq i/uv ayii ^iti Koretrrpi^n mr^T' 

roiuu rdy ^(ov 6 Kkni^ti^ iBdvaro^ t?0* ^fifiv ^ifi $eevt7¥ i^dyofiat). On the 

other hand, we must mention the worship of the founder in some philosophic 
schools, especially among the Epicureans. Epictetus says (Moral. 15), Diogenes 
and Heraclitus and those like them are justly called Gods. Very instructive in 
this connection are the reproaches of the heathen against the Christians, and 
of Christian partisans against one another with regard to the almost divine 
veneration of their teachers. Lucian (Peregr. 11) reproaches the Christians in 
Syria for having regarded Peregrinus as a God and a new Socrates. The hea- 
then in Smyrna after the burning of Polycarp, feared that the Christians would 
begin to pay him divine honours (Euseb. H. E. IV. 15. 41). Caecilius in Mi- 
nucius Felix speaks of divine honours being paid by Christians to priests. 
(Octav. IX. 10). The Antimontanist (Euseb. H. E. V. 18. 6) asserts that the 
Montanists worship their prophet and Alexander the Confessor as divine. The 
opponents of the Roman Adoptians (Euseb. H. E. V. 28) reproach them with 
praying to Galen. There are many passages in which the Gnostics are re- 
proached with paying Divine honours to the heads of their schools, and for many 
Gnostic schools (the Carpocratians, for example) the reproach seems to have been 
just. All this is extremely instructive. The genius, the hero, the founder of 
a new school who promises to shew the certain way to the vifa beata^ the 
emperor, the philosopher (numerous Stoic passages might be noted here) finally, 
man, in so far as he is inhabited by voi^c — could all somehow be considered 
as ^m/, so elastic was this concept. All these instances of Apotheosis in no way 
endangered the Monotheism which had been developed from the mixture of Gods 
and from philosophy ; for the one supreme Godhead can unfold his inexhaustible 
essence in a variety of existences, which, while his creatures as to their origin, 
are parts of his essence as to their contents. This Monotheism does not yet 
exactly disclaim its Polytheistic origin. The Christian, Hermas, says to his Mis- 
tress (Vis. I. I. 7) oh wdvTori 0-f Aq 6i£v ^c&fjuiv, and the author of the Epistle 
of Diognetns writes (X. 6), rttOrx rotg iinitefiiveiQ %opiry4Fy, (/. g, the rich man) 
0fdc yhtrm rfiy XafAfiwdrrm, That the concept 0ffd« was again used only of 
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greatly obscured by the old forms of worship which reasons 
of state and pious custom maintained. And the new piety, 
dispensing with a fixed foundation, groped uncertainly around, 
adapting the old rather than rejecting it. The old religious 
practices of the Fathers asserted themselves in public life 
generally, and the reception of new cults by the state, which 
was certainly effected, though with many checks, did not 
disturb them. The old religious customs stood out especially 
on state holidays, in the games in honour of the Gods, fre- 
quently degenerating into shameless immorality, but yet pro- 
tecting the institutions of the state. The patriot, the wise 
man, the sceptic, and the pious man compounded with them, 
for they had not really at bottom outgrown them, and they 
knew of nothing better to substitute for the services they 
still rendered to society (see the xiyo^ ct^tii^^ of Celsus). 

2. The system of associations, naturalized centuries before 
among the Greeks, was developed under the social and poli- 
tical pressure of the empire, and was greatly extended by 
the change of moral and religious . ideas. The free unions, 
which, as a rule, had a religious element and were established 
for mutual help, support, or edification, balanced to some extent 
the prevailing social cleavage, by a free democratic organi- 
zation. They gave to many individuals in their small circle 
the rights which they did not possess in the great world, and 
were frequently of service in obtaining admission for new cults. 
Even the new piety and cosmopolitan disposition seem to have 
turned to them in order to find within them forms of expres- 
sion. But the time had not come for the greater corporate 
unions, and of an organised connection of societies in one city 
with those of another we know nothing. The state kept these 
associations under strict control. It granted them only to the 

one God, was due to the fact that one now started from the definition ^qni 
vitam setemam habet," and again from the definition, ** qui est super omnia et 
originem nescit." From the latter foUowed the absolute unity of God, from the 
former a plurality of Gods. Both could be so harmonised (see TertuU. adv. 
Prax. and Novat. de Trinit.) that one could assume that the God, qui est super 
omnia^ might allow his monarchy to be administered by several persons, and 
might dispense the gift of immortality and with it a relative divinity. 
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poorest classes (collegia timiiorum) and had the strictest laws 
in readiness for them. These free unions, however, did not 
in their historical importance approach the fabric of the Roman 
state in which they stood. That represented the union of the 
greater part of humanity under one head, and also more and 
more under one law. Its capital was the capital of the world, 
and also, from the beginning of the third century, of religious 
syncretism. Hither migrated all who desired to exercise an 
influence on the great scale: Jew, Chaldean, Sjrrian priest, 
and Neoplatonic teacher. Law and Justice radiated from Rome 
to the provinces, and in their light nationalities faded away 
and a cosmopolitanism was developed which pointed beyond 
itself, because the moral spirit can never find its satisfaction 
in that which is realised. When that spirit finally turned 
away from all political life, and after having laboured for the 
ennobling of the empire, applied itself, in Neoplatonism, to 
the idea of a new and free union of men, this certainly was 
the result of the felt failure of the great creation, but it 
nevertheless had that creation for its presupposition. The Church 
appropriated piecemeal the great apparatus of the Roman 
state, and gave new powers, new significance and respect to 
every article that had been depreciated. But what is of greatest 
importance is that the Church by her preaching would never 
have gained whole circles, but only individuals, had not the 
universal state already produced a neutralising of nationalities 
and brought men nearer each other in temper and disposition. 
3. Perhaps the most decisive factor in bringing about the 
revolution of religious and moral convictions and moods, was 
philosophy, which in almost all its schools and representatives, 
had deepened ethics, and set it more and more in the fore- 
ground. After Fossidonius, Seneca, Epictetus, and Marcus 
Aurelius, of the Stoical school, and men like Plutarch of the 
Platonic, attained to an ethical view, which, though not very 
clear in principle (knowledge, resignation, trust in God), is 
hardly capable of improvement in details. Common to them 
all, as distinguished from the early Stoics, is the value put 
upon the soul, (not the entire human nature), while in some 
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of them there comes clearly to the front a religious mood, a 
longing for divine help, for redemption and a blessed life 
beyond the grave, the effort to obtain and communicate a 
religious philosophical therapeutic of the soul. ^ From the be- 
ginning of the second century, however, already announced 
itself that eclectic philosophy based on Platonism which after 
two or three generations appeared in the form of a school, 
and after three generations more was to triumph over all other 
schools. The several elements of the Neoplatonic philosophy, 
as they were already foreshadowed in Philo, are clearly seen 
in the second century, viz., the dualistic opposition of the 
divine and the earthly, the abstract conception of God, the 
assertion of the unknowableness of God, scepticism with regard 
to sensuous experience, and distrust with regard to the powers 
of the understanding, with a greater readiness to examine 
things and turn to account the result of former scientific 
labour; further the demand of emancipation from sensuality 
by means of asceticism, the need of authority, belief in a 
higher revelation, and the fusion of science and religion. The 
legitimising of religious fancy in the province of philosophy was 
already begun. The myth was no longer merely tolerated 
and re-interpreted as formerly, but precisely the mythic form 
with the meaning imported into it was the precious element. * 
There were, however, in the second century numerous repre- 
sentatives of every possible philosophic view. To pass over 
the frivolous writers of the day, the Cynics criticised the tra- 



1 The longing for redemption and divine help is, for example, clearer in 
Seneca than in the Christian philosopher, Minucius Felix: see Ktlhn, Der Oc- 
tavius des M. F. 1882, and Theol. Lit. Ztg. 1883. no. 6. 

2 See the so-called Neopythagorean philosophers and the so-called forerunners 
of Neoplatonism (Cf. Bigg, the Platonlsts of Alexandria, p. 250, as to Nume- 
nins). Unfortunately, we have as yet no sufficient investigation of the question 
what influence, if any, the Jewish Alexandrian Philosophy of religion had 
on the development of Greek philosophy in the second and third centuries. 
The answering of the question would be of the greatest importance. But at 
present it cannot even be said whether the Jewish philosophy of religion had 
any influence on the genesis of Neoplatonism. On the relation of Neoplatonism 
to Christianity and their mutual approximation, see the excellent account in 
Tzschimer, Fall des Heidenthums pp. 574-618. Cf. also R6ville, La Religion k 
Rome. 1886. 
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ditional mythology in the interests of morality and religion, i 
But there were also men who opposed the "ne quid nimis" 
to every form of practical scepticism, and to religion at the 
same time, and were above all intent on preserving the state 
and society, and on fostering the existing arrangements which 
appeared to be threatened far more by an intrusive religious 
than by a nihilistic philosophy. * I Yet men whose interest 
was ultimately practical and political, became ever more rare, 
especially as from the death of Marcus Aurelius, the main- 
tenance of the state had to be left more and more to the 
sword of the Generals.' The general conditions from the end 
of the second century were favourable to a philosophy which 
no longer in any respect took into real consideration the old 
forms of the state. 

The theosophic philosophy which was prepared for in the 
second century,* was, from the stand-point of enlightenment 
and knowledge of nature, a relapse: but it was the expres- 
sion of a deeper religious need, and of a self-knowledge such 
as had not been in existence at an earlier period. The final 
consequences of that revolution in philosophy which made 
consideration of the inner life the starting-point of thought 
about the world, only now began to be developed. The 
ideas of a divine, gracious providence, of the relationship of 
all men, of universal brotherly love, of a ready forgiveness of 
wrong, of forbearing patience, of insight into one's own weak- 
ness — affected no doubt with many shadows — became, for 

1 The Christians, that is the Christian preachers, were most in agreement 
with the Cynics (see Lucian^s Peregrinus Proteus), bodi on the negative and on 
the positive side ; but for that very reason they were hard on one another Qustin 
and Tatian against Crescens) — not only because the Christians gave a different 
basis for the right mode of life from the Cynics, but above all because they 
did not approve of the self-conscious, contemptuous, proud disposition which 
Cynicism produced in many of its adherents. Morality frequently underwent 
change for the worse in the hands of Cynics, and became the morality of a 
^^ Gentleman," such as we have also experience of in modem Cynicism. 

2 The attitude of Celsus, the opponent of the Christians, is specially instruc- 
tive here. 

3 For the knowledge of the spread of the idealistic philosophy the statement 
of Origen. (c. Celsum VI. 2), that Epictetus was admired not only by scholars, 
but also by ordinary people, who felt in themselves the impulse to be raised 
to something higher, is well worthy of notice. 
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wide circles, a result of the practical philosophy of the Greeks 
as well as, the conviction of inherent sinfulness, the need of 
redemption, and the eternal value and dignity of a human 
soul which finds rest only in God. These ideas, convictions 
and rules, had been picked up in the long journey from Soc- 
rates to Ammonius Saccas: at first, and for long afterwards, 
they crippled the interest in a rational knowledge of the 
world; but they deepened and enriched the inner life, and 
therewith the source of all knowledge. Those ideas, however, 
lacked as yet the certain coherence, but, above all, the author- 
ity which could have raised them above the region of wishes, 
presentiments, and strivings, and have given them normative 
authority in a community of men. There was no sure revel- 
ation, and no view of history which could be put in the place 
of the no longer prized political history of the nation or state 
to which one belonged. < There was, in fact, no such thing as 
certainty. In like manner, there was no power which might 
overturn idolatry and abolish the old, and therefore one did 
not get beyond the wavering between self-deification, fear of 
God, and deification of nature. The glory is all the greater 
of those statesmen and jurists who, in the second and third 
centuries, introduced humane ideas of the Stoics into the legal 
arrangements of the empire, and raised them to standards. 
And we must value all the more the numerous undertakings 
and performances, in which it appeared that the new view of 
life was powerful enough in individuals to beget a correspond- 
ing practice even without a sure belief in revelation, t 

Supplement. — For the correct understanding of the beginning 

1 This point was of importance for the propaganda of Christianity among the 
cultured. There seemed to be given here a reliable because revealed Cosmology, 
and history of the world — which already contained the foundation of everything 
worth knowing. Both were needed and both were here set forth in closest union. 

2 The universalism as reached by the Stoics is certainly again threatened by 
the self-righteous and self-complacent distinction between men of virtue, and 
men of pleasure, who, properly speaking, are not men. AristoUe had already 
dealt with the virtuous 61ite in a notable way. He says (Polit. 3. 13. p. 1284), 
that men who are distinguished by perfect virtue should not be put on a level 
with the ordinary mass, and should not be subjected to the constraints of a 
law adapted to the average man. ^^ There is no law for these elect, who are a law 
to themselves.'* 
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of Christian theology, that is, for the Apologetic and Gnosis, it 
h' is important to note where they are dependent on Stoic, and 
where on Platonic lines of thought. Platonism and Stoicism, 
in the second century, appeared in union with each other: 
but up to a certain point they may be distinguished in the 
common channel in which they flow. Wherever Stoicism 
prevailed in religious thought and feeling, as for example, in 
Marcus Aurelius, religion gains currency as natural religion in 
the most comprehensive sense of the word. The idea of rev- 
elation or redemption scarcely emerges. To this rationalism, 
the objects of knowledge are unvarying, ever the same: even 
cosmology attracts interest only in a very small degree. Myth 
and history are pageantry and masks. Moral ideas (virtues 
and duties) dominate even the religious sphere, which in its 
final basis has no independent authority. The interest in 
psychology and apologetic is very pronounced. On the 
other hand, the emphasis, which, in principle, is put on the 
contrast of spirit and matter, God and the world, had for 
results: inability to rest in the actual realities of the cosmos, 
efforts to unriddle the history of the universe backwards and 
forwards, recognition of this process as the essential task of 
theoretic philosophy, and a deep, yearning conviction that 
the course of the world needs assistance. Here were given 
the conditions for the ideas of revelation, redemption, etc., and 
the restless search for powers from whom help might come, 
received here also a scientific justification. The rationalistic 
apologetic interests thereby fell into the background: con- 
templation and historical description predominated. ^ 

The stages in the ecclesiastical history of dogma, from the 
middle of the flrst to the middle of the fifth century, corre- 
spond to the stages in the history of the ancient religion 
during the same period. The Apologists, Irenaeus, TertuUian, 
Hippolytus; the Alexandrians; Methodius, and the Cappado- 

t Notions of pre-existence were readily suggested by the Platonic philosophy ; 
yet this whole philosophy rests on the fact that one again posits the thing (after 
stripping it of certain marks as accidental, or worthless, or ostensibly foreign to 
it) in order to express its value in this form, and hold fast the permanent in 
the change of the phenomena. 
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cians ; Dionysius, the Areopagite, have their parallels in Seneca, 
Marcus Aurelius; Plutarch, Epictetus, Numenius; Plotinus, 
Porphyry; lamblichus and Proclus. 

But it is not only Greek philosophy that comes into ques- 
tion for the history of Christian dogma. The whole of Greek ^ 
culture must be taken into account. In his posthumous work, 
Hatch has shewn in a masterly way how that is to be done. 
He describes the Grammar, the Rhetoric, the learned Profes- 
sion, the Schools, the Exegesis, the Homilies, etc., of the Greeks, 
and everywhere shews how they passed over into the Church, 
thus exhibiting the Philosophy, the Ethic, the speculative 
Theology, the Mysteries, etc., of the Greeks, as the main factors 
in the process of forming the ecclesiastical mode of thought. 

But, besides the Greek, there is no mistaking the special in- 
fluence of Romish ideas and customs upon the Christian"^ 
Church. The following points specially claim attention: (i) The 
conception of the contents of the Gospel and its applica- 
tion as ''salus legitima," with the results which followed from 
the naturalising of this idea. (2) The conception of the word 
of Revelation, the Bible, etc., as " lex.'* {3) The idea of tra- 
dition in its relation to the Romish idea. (4) The Episcopal 
constitution of the Church, including the idea of succession,/ 
of the Primateship and universal Episcopate, in their depen- 
dence on Romish ideas and institutions (the Ecclesiastical or- 
ganisation in its dependence on the Roman Empire). (5) The 
separation of the idea of the "sacrament" from that of the 
"mystery", and the development of the forensic discipline of 
penance. The investigation has to proceed in a historical line, 
described by the following series of chapters: Rome and Ter- 
tuUian; Rome and Cyprian; Rome, Optatus and Augustine;' 
Rome and the Popes of the fifth century. We have to shew 
how, by the power of her constitution and the earnestness 
and consistency of her policy, Rome a second time, step by 
step, conquered the world, but, this time the Christian world. ^ 

I See Tzschim. i. d. Ztschr. f. K. Gesch. XII. p. 215 ff. ^^The genesis of the 
Romish Church in the second century." What he presents is no doubt partly 
incomplete, partly overdone and not proved : yet much of what he states is useful. 
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Greek philosophy exercised the greatest influence not only 
on the Christian mode of thought, but also through that, on 
the institutions of the Church. The Church never indeed be- 
came a philosophic school: but yet in her was realised in a 
peculiar way, that which the Stoics and the Cynics had aimed 
at. The Stoic (Cynic) Philosopher also belonged to the fac- 
tors from which the Christian Priests or Bishops were formed. 
That the old bearers of the Spirit — Apostles, Prophets, Teach- 
ers — have been changed into a class of professional moralists 
and preachers, who bridle the people by counsel and reproof 
{vovtiThv xct) i/ifyx^^^)f ^^^^ ^his class considers itself and de- 
sires to be considered as a mediating Kingly Divine class, 
that its representatives became ''Lords" and let themselves 
be called "Lords", all this was prefigured in the Stoic wise 
man and in the Cynic Missionary. But so far as these sever- 
al "Kings and Lords", are united in the idea and reality 
of the Church and are subject to it, the Platonic idea of the 
republic goes beyond the Stoic and Cynic ideals, and subor- 
dinates them' to it. But this Platonic ideal has again obtained 
its political realisation in the Church through the very con- 
crete laws of the Roman Empire, which were more and 
more adopted, or taken possession of. Consequently, in the 
completed Church we find again the philosophic schools and 
the Roman Empire. 

Literature. — Besides the older works of Tzschirner, DoUin- 
ger, Burckhardt, Preller, see Friedlander, Darstellungen aus 
der Sittengesch. Roms. in der Zeit von August bis zum Aus- 
gang der Antonine. 3 Bd. 5 Aufl. Boissier, La Religion Romaine 
d'Auguste aux Antonins. 2 Bd. 1874. Ramsay, The Church in 
the Roman Empire before 170. London, 1893. R^ville, La 
Religion k Rome sous les S^v^res. 1886. Schiller, Geschichte 
der Rom. Kaiserzeit. 1883. Marquardt, Romische Staatsverwal- 
tung, 3 Bde. 1878. Foucart, Les Associations Relig. chez les 
Grecs. 1873. Liebenam, Z. Gesch. u. Organisation d. Rom. 
Vereinswesen. 1890. K. J. Neumann Der Rom. Staat und die 
allg. Kirche Bd. L 1890. Leopold Schmidt, Die Ethik der 
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alten Griechen 2 Bd. 1882. Heinrici, Die Christengemeinde 
Korinth's und die religiosen Genossenschaften der Griechen, in 
der Ztschr. f. wissensch. Theol. 1876-77. Hatch, The Influence 
of Greek Ideas and Usages upon the Christian Church. Buechner, 
De neocoria. 1888. Hirschfeld, Z. Gesch. d. rom. Kaisercultus. 
The Histories of Philosophy by Zeller, Erdmann, Ueberweg, 
Striimpell, Windelband, etc. Heinze, Die Lehre vom Logos in 
der Griech. Philosophic. 1872. By same Author, DerEudamo- 
nismus in der Griech. Philosophic. 1883. Hirzel, Untersuchun- 
gen zu Cicero's philos. Schriften 3 Thle. 1877-1883. These 
investigations are of special value for the history of dogma, 
because they set forth with the greatest accuracy and care, 
the later developments of the great Greek philosophic schools, 
especially on Roman soil. We must refer specially to the 
discussions on the influence of the Roman on the Greek Phil- 
osophy. Volkmann, Die Rhetorik der Griechen und Ro- 
mer. 1872. 

Supplementary. 

Perhaps the most important fact for the following develop- 
ment of the history of dogma, the way for which had already 
been prepared in the Apostolic age, is the twofold conception 
of the aim of Christ's appearing, or of the religious blessing 
of salvation. The two conceptions were indeed as yet mutu- 
ally dependent on each other, and were twined together in 
the closest way, just as they are presented in the teaching 
of Jesus himself; but they began even at this early period 
to be diflerentiated. Salvation, that is to say, was conceived, 
on the one hand, as sharing in the glorious kingdom of Christ 
soon to appear, and everything else was regarded as prepar- 
atory to this sure prospect; on the other hand, however, 
attention was turned to the conditions and to the provisions 
of God wrought by Christ, which first made men capable of 
attaining that portion, that is, of becoming sure of it. For- 
giveness of sin, righteousness, faith, knowledge, etc., are the 
things which come into consideration here, and these blessings 
themselves, so far as they have as their sure result life in the 
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kingdom of Christ, or more accurately eternal life, may be 
regarded as salvation. It is manifest that these two concep- 
tions need not be exclusive. The first regards the final effect 
as the goal and all else as a preparation, the other regards 
the preparation, the facts already accomplished by Christ and 
the inner transformation of men as the main thing, and all 
else as the natural and necessary result. Paul, above all, as 
may be seen especially from the arguments in the epistle to 
the Romans, unquestionably favoured the latter conception and 
gave it vigorous expression. The peculiar conflicts with which 
he saw himself confronted, and, above all, the great contro- 
versy about the relation of the Gospel and the new commu- 
nities to Judaism, necessarily concentrated the attention on 
questions as to the arrangements on which the community of 
those sanctified in Christ should rest, and the conditions of 
admission to this community. But the centre of gravity of 
Christian faith might also for the moment be removed from 
the hope of Christ's second advent, and would then neces- 
sarily be found in the first advent, in virtue of which salva- 
tion was already prepared for man, and man for salvation 
(Rom. ni — VIII). The dual development of the conception 
of Christianity which followed from this, rules the whole 
history of the Gospel to the present day. The eschatological 
view is certainly very severely repressed, but it always 
breaks out here and there, and still guards the spiritual from 
the secularisation which threatens it. But the possibility of 
uniting the two conceptions in complete harmony with each 
other, and on the other hand, of expressing them antitheti- 
cally, has been the very circumstance that has complicated in 
an extraordinary degree the progress of the development of 
the history of dogma. From this follows the antithesis, that 
from that conception which somehow recognises salvation itself 
in a present spiritual possession, eternal life in the sense of 
immortality may be postulated as final result, though not a 
glorious kingdom of Christ on earth; while, conversely, the 
eschatological view must logically depreciate every blessing 
which can be possessed in the present life. 
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It is now evident that the theology, and, further, the Helle- 
nising, of Christianity, could arise and has arisen in connection, 
not with the eschatological, but only with the other conception. 
Just because the matters here in question were present spiri- 
tual blessings, and because, from the nature of the case, the 
ideas of forgiveness of sin, righteousness, knowledge, etc., were 
not so definitely outlined in the early tradition, as the hopes 
of the future, conceptions entirely new and very different, 
could, as it were, be secretly naturalised. The spiritual view 
left room especially for the great contrast of a religious and 
a moralistic conception, as well as for a frame of mind which 
was like the eschatological in so far as, according to it, faith 
and knowledge were to be only preparatory blessings in con- 
trast with the peculiar blessing of immortality, which of course 
was contained in them. In this frame of mind the illusion 
might easily arise, that this hope of immortality was the very 
kernel of those hopes of the future for which old concrete forms 
of expression were only a temporary shell. But it might 
further be assumed that contempt for the transitory and finite 
as such, was identical with contempt for the kingdom of the 
world which the returning Christ would destroy. 

The history of dogma has to shew how the old eschatolo- 
gical view was gradually repressed and transformed in the Gen- 
tile Christian communities, and how there was finally devel- 
oped and carried out a spiritual conception in which a strict 
moralism counterbalanced a luxurious mysticism, and wherein 
the results of Greek practical philosophy could find a place. 
But we must here refer to the fact, which is already taught 
by the development in the Apostolic age, that Christian 
dogmatic did not spring from the eschatological, but from the 
spiritual mode of thought. The former had nothing but sure 
hopes and the guarantee of these hopes by the Spirit, by the 
words of prophecy and by the apocalyptic writings. One does 
not think, he lives and dreams, in the eschatological mode of 
thought ; and such a life was vigorous and powerful till beyond 
the middle of the second century. There can be no external 
authorities here; for one has at every moment the highest 
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authority in living operation in the Spirit. On the other hand, 
not only does the ecclesiastical christology essentially spring 
from the spiritual way of thinking, but very specially also the 
system of dogmatic guarantees. The co-ordination of ^iyo^ 
tioVf iiietx'i xvplov, K^pvyf^ct rSsv iHiixa diroTrikm, [word of God, 
teaching of the Lord, preaching of the twelve Apostles] which 
lay at the basis of all Gentile Christian speculation almost 
from the very beginning, and which was soon directed against 
the enthusiasts, originated in a conception which regarded as 
the essential thing in Christianity, the sure knowledge which 
is the condition of immortality. If, however, in the following 
sections of this historical presentation, the pervading and con- 
tinuous opposition of the two conceptions is not everywhere 
clearly and definitely brought into prominence, that is due to 
the conviction that the historian has no right to place the 
factors and impelling ideas of a development in a clearer light 
than they appear in the development itself. He must respect 
the obscurities and complications as they come in his way. 
A clear discernment of the difference of the two conceptions 
was very seldom attained to in ecclesiastical antiquity, because 
they did not look beyond their points of contact, and because 
certain articles of the eschatological conception could never 
be suppressed or remodelled in the Church. Goethe (Dich- 
tung und Wahrheit, II. 8,) has seen this very clearly. "The 
Christian religion wavers between its own historic positive 
element and a pure Deism, which, based on morality, in its 
turn offers itself as the foundation of morality. The difference 
of character and mode of thought shew themselves here in 
infinite gradations, especially as another main distinction co- 
operates with them, since the question arises, what share the 
reason, and what the feelings, can and should have in such 
convictions." See, also, what immediately follows. 

2. The origin of a series of the most important Christian 
customs and ideas is involved in an obscurity which in all 
probability will never be cleared up. Though one part of 
those ideas may be pointed out in the epistles of Paul, yet 
the question must frequently remain unanswered, whether he 
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found them in existence or formed them independently, and 
accordingly the other question, whether they are exclusively 
indebted to the activity of Paul for their spread and natural- 
isation in. Christendom. What was the original conception of 
baptism? Did Paul develop independently his own concep- 
tion ? What significance had it in the following period ? When 
and where did baptism in the name of the Father, Son and 
Holy Spirit arise, and how did it make its way in Christen- 
dom? In what way were views about the saving value of 
Christ's death developed alongside of Paul's system? When 
and how did belief in the birth of Jesus from a Virgin gain 
acceptance in Christendom? Who first distinguished Christen- 
dom, as inxXmvla rov ttou, from Judaism, and how did the con- 
cept IxxXn^la become current? How old is the triad: Apost- 
les, Prophets and Teachers? When were Baptism and the 
Lord's Supper grouped together? How old are our first three 
Gospels? To all these questions and many more of equal 
importance there is no sure answer. But the greatest problem 
is presented by Christology, not indeed in its particular fea- 
tures doctrinally expressed, these almost everjrwhere may be 
explained historically, but in its deepest roots as it was preach- 
ed by Paul as the principle of a new life {2. Cor. V. 17), 
and as it was to many besides him the expression of a per- 
sonal union with the exalted Christ (Rev. II. 3). But this 
problem exists only for the historian who considers things 
only from the outside, or seeks for objective proofs. Behind 
and in the Gospel stands the Person of Jesus Christ who mastered 
men's hearts, and constrained them to yield themselves to him 
as his own, and in whom they found their God. Theology 
attempted to describe in very uncertain and feeble outline 
what the mind and heart had grasped. Yet it testifies of a 
new life which, like all higher life, was kindled by a Person, 
and could only be maintained by connection with that Person. 
''I can do all things through Christ who strengtheneth me." 
" I live, yet not I, but Christ liveth in me." These convictions 
are not dogmas and have no history, and they can only be 
propagated in the manner described by Paul, Gal. I. 15. 16. 
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3. It was of the utmost importance for the legitimising 
of the later development of Christianity as a system of doctrine, 
that early Christianity had an Apostle who was a theologian, 
and that his Epistles were received into the canon. That the 
doctrine about Christ has become the main article in Christi- 
anity, is not of course the result of Paul's preaching, but is 
based on the confession that Jesus is the Christ. The theology 
of Paul was not even the most prominent ruling factor in the 
transformation of the Gospel to the Catholic doctrine of faith, 
although an earnest study of the Pauline Epistles by the 
earliest Gentile Christian theologians, the Gnostics, and their 
later opponents, is unmistakable. But the decisive importance 
of this theology lies in the fact that, as a rule, it formed the 
boundary and the foundation — just as the words of the 
Lord himself — for those who in the following period endeav- 
oured to ascertain original Christianity, because the Epistles 
attesting it stood in the canon of the New Testaments Now, 
as this theology comprised both speculative and apologetic 
elements, as it can be thought of as a system, as it contained 
a theory of history and a definite conception of the Old Tes- 
tament, finally, as it was composed of objective and subjective 
ethical considerations and included the realistic elements of a 
national religion (wrath of God, sacrifice, reconciliation. King- 
dom of glory), as well as profound psychological perceptions 
and the highest appreciation of spiritual blessings, the Catholic 
doctrine of faith as it was formed in the course of time, 
seemed, at least in its leading features, to be related to it, 
nay, demanded by it. For the ascertaining of the deep-lying 
distinctions, above all for the perception that the question in 
the two cases is about elements quite differently conditioned, 
that even the method is different, in short, that the Pauline 
Gospel is not identical with the original Gospel and much 
less with any later doctrine of faith, there is required such 
historical judgment and such honesty of purpose not to be 
led astray in the investigation by the canon of the New 
Testament, ' that no change in the prevailing ideas can be 

I What is meant here b the imminent danger of taking the several constituent 
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hoped for for long years to come. Besides, critical theology 
has made it difficult to gain an insight into the great differ- 
ence that lies between the Pauline and the Catholic theo- 
logy, by the one-sided prominence it has hitherto given to the 
antagonism between Paulinism and Judaistic Christianity. In con- 
trast with this view the remark of Havet, though also very 
one-sided, is instructive, " Quand on vient de relire Paul, on ne 
peut m^connditre le caract^re ^lev^ de son ceuvre. Je dirai en 
un mot, qu'il a agrandi dans une proportion extraordinaire 
Tattrait que le judaisme exergait sur le mond ancien** (Le 
Christianisme, T. IV, p. 216.) That, however, was only very 
gradually the case and within narrow limits. The deepest and 
most important writings of the New Testament are incontest- 
ably those in which Judaism is understood as religion, but 
spiritually overcome and subordinated to the Gospel as a new 
religion, — the Pauline Epistles, the Epistle to the Hebrews, 
and the Gospel and Epistle of John. There is set forth in 
these writings a new and exalted world of religious feelings, 
views and judgments, into which the Christians of succeeding 
centuries got only meagre glimpses. Strictly speaking, the 
opinion that the New Testament in its whole extent com- 
prehends a unique literature is not tenable; but it is correct 
to say that between its most important constituent parts and 
the literature of the period immediately following there is a 
great gulf fixed. 

But Paulinism especially has had an immeasurable and ^ 
blessed influence on the whole course of the history of dogma, ^ 
an influence it could not have had, if the Pauline Epistles 
had not been received into the canon. Paulinism is a religious 
and Christocentric doctrine, more inward and more powerful 
than any other which has ever appeared in the Church. It ^ 
stands in the clearest opposition to all merely natural moralism, 

parts of the canon, even for historical investigation, as constituent parts, that is, 
of explaining one writing by the standard of another and so creating an artificial 
unity. The contents of any of Paul's epistles, for example, will be presented 
very differently if it is considered by itself and in the circumstances in which 
it was written, or if attention is fixed on it as part of a collection whose unity 
is presupposed. 
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all righteousness of works, all religious ceremonialism, all 
^ Christianity without Christ. It has therefore become the con- 
science of the Church, until the Catholic Church in Jansenism 
killed this her conscience. (['The Pauline reactions describe 
the critical epochs of theology and the Church." * One might 
write a history of dogma as a history of the Pauline reactions 
in the Church, and in doing so would touch on all the turn- 
ing points of the history.) Marcion after the Apostolic Fathers ; 
Irenaeus, Clement and Origen after the Apologists; Augustine 
after the Fathers of the Greek Church ; * the great Reformers 
of the middle ages from Agobard to Wessel in the bosom 
of the mediaeval Church; Luther after the Scholastics; Jan- 
senism after the council of Trent : — Everywhere it has been 
Paul, in these men, who produced the Reformation. Paulinism 
has proved to be a ferment in the history of dogma, a basis 
it has never been. ' Just as it had that significance in Paul 
himself, with reference to Jewish Christianity, so it has contin- 
ued to work through the history of the Church. 

1 See Bigg, The Christian Platonists of Alexandria, pp. 53. 283 ff. 

2 Renter (August. Studien, p. 492) has dravm a valuable parallel between 
Marcion and Augustine with regard to Paul. 

3 Marcion of course wished to raise it to the exclusive basis, but he entirely 
misunderstood it. 
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BOOK I 

THE PREPARATION 
CHAPTER I 

HISTORICAL SURVEY 

The first century of the existence of Gentile Christian 
communities is particularly characterised by the following 
features : 

I. The rapid disappearance of Jewish Christianity. ^ 

II. The enthusiastic character of the religious temper: the 
Charismatic teachers and the appeal to the Spirit. > 

III. The strength of the hopes for the future, Chiliasm. * 

IV. The rigorous endeavour to fulfil the moral precepts 
of Christ, and truly represent the holy and heavenly commu- 
nity of God in abstinence from everything unclean, and in 
love to God and the brethren here on earth ''in these last 
days".  

1 This fact mast have been apparent as early as the year loo. The first 
direct evidence of it is in Justin (Apol. I. 53). 

2 Every individual was, or at least should have been conscious, as a Christian, 
of having received the TnnUfia $ioO, though that does not exclude spiritual grades. 
A special peculiarity of the enthusiastic nature of the religious temper is, that 
it does not allow reflection as to the authenticity of the faith in which a man 
lives. As to the Charismatic teaching, see my edition of the Didache (Texte 
u. Unters. II. i. 2. p. 93 ff.). 

3 The hope of the approaching end of the world and the glorious kingdom 
of Christ still determined men's hearts; though exhortations against theoretical 
and practical scepticism became more and more necessary. On the other hand, 
after the Epistles to the Thessalonians, there were not wanting exhortations to 
continue sober and diligent. 

4 There was a strong consciousness that the Christian Church is, above all, 
a union for a holy life, as well as a consciousness of the obligation to help 
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V. The want of a fixed doctrinal form in relation to the 
abstract statement of the faith, and the corresponding variety 
and freedom of Christian preaching on the basis of clear for- 
mulae and an increasingly rich tradition. 

VI. The want of a clearly defined external authority in 
the communities, sure in its application, and the corresponding 
independence and freedom of the individual Christian in rela- 
tion to the expression of the ideas, beliefs and hopes of faith. ' 

VII. The want of a fixed political union of the several com- 
munities with each other — every ecclesia is an image, complete 
in itself, and an embodiment of the whole heavenly Church — 
while the consciousness of the unity of the holy Church of Christ 
which has the spirit in its midst, found strong expression. ^ 

VIII. A quite unique literature in which were manufactured 
facts for the past and for the future, and which did not submit 
to the usual literary rules and forms, but came forward with 
the loftiest pretensions. * 

one another, and use all the blessings bestowed by God in the service of our 
neighbours. Justin (a Apol. in Euseb. H. £. IV. 17. 10) calls Christianity 

1 The existing authorities (Old Testament, sayings of the Lord, words of 
Apostles) did not necessarily require to be taken into account; for the living 
acting Spirit, partly attesting himself also to the senses, gave new revelations. 
The validity of these authorities therefore held good only in theory, and might 
in practice be completely set aside (cf. above all the Shepherd of Hermas). 

2 Zahn remarks (Ignatius v. A. p. VII): ^^I do not believe it to be the 
business of that province of historical investigation which is dependent on the 
writings of the so-called Apostolic Fathers as main sources, to explain the 
origin of the universal Church in any sense of the term ; for that Church existed 
before Clement and Hermas, before Ignatius and Polycarp. But an explanatory 
answer is needed for the question, by what means did the consciousness of the 
^^ universal Church," so little favoured by outer circumstances, maintain itself 
unbroken in the post- Apostolic communities?" This way of stating it obscures, 
at least, the problem which here lies before us, for it does not take account of 
the changes which the idea ^'universal Church" underwent up to the middle of 
the third century — besides, we do not find the title before Ignatius. In so 
far as the ^^ universal Church" is set forth as an earthly power recognisable in a 
doctrine or in political forms, the question as to the origin of the idea is not 
only allowable, but must be regarded as one of the most important. On the 
earliest conception of the ^^ Ecclesia" and its realisation, see the fine investiga- 
tions of Sohm ^^ Kirchenrecht " I. p.i ff. which, however, suffer from being a 
little overdriven. 

3 See the important essay of Overbeck: Ueber die Anf^nge d. patrist. Litter- 
atur (Hist. Ztschr. N. F. Bd. XII. pp. 417-472). Early Christian literature, as a 
rule, claims to be inspired writing. One can see, for example, in the history 
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IX. The reproduction of particular sayings and arguments of 
Apostolic Teachers with an uncertain understanding of them. 1 

X. The rise of tendencies which endeavoured to l^asten in 
every respect the inevitable process of fusing the Gospel with 
the spiritual and religious interests of the time, viz., the Hellenic, 
as well as attempts to separate the Gospel from its origins 
and provide for it quite foreign presuppositions. To the latter 
belongs, above all, the Hellenic idea that knowledge is not a 
charismatic supplement to the faith, or an outgrowth of faith 
alongside of others, but that it coincides with the essence of 
faith itself. » 

The sources for this period are few, as there was not much 
written, and the following period did not lay itself out for 
preserving a great part of the literary monuments of that 
epoch. Still we do possess a considerable number of writings 
and important fragments, ' and further important inferences 
here are rendered possible by the monuments of the following 
period, since the conditions ofthefirstcentury were not changed 
in a moment, but were partly, at least, long preserved, especially 
in certain national Churches and in remote communities.* 



of the resurrection in the recently discovered Gospel of Peter (fragment) how 
facts were remodeUed or created. 

1 The writings of men of the Apostolic period, and that immediately suc- 
ceeding, attained in part a wide circulation, and in some portions of them, 
often of course incorrectly understood, very great influence. How rapidly this 
literature was diffused, even the letters, may be studied in the history of the 
Epistles of Paul, the first Epistle of Clement, and other writings. 

2 That which is here mentioned is of the greatest importance; it is not a 
mere reference to the so-called Gnostics. The foundations for the Hellenising 
of the Gospel in the Church were already laid in the first century (50-150). 

3 We should not over-estimate the extent of early Christian literature. It is 
very probable that we know, so far as the tiUes of books are concerned, nearly 
all that was effective, and the greater part, by very diverse means, has also been 
preserved to us. We except, of course, the so-called Gnostic literature of which 
we have only a few fragments. Only from the time of Commodus, as Eusebius, 
H. E. V. 21. 27, has remarked, did the great Church preserve an extensive 
literature. 

4 It is therefore important to note the locality in which a document originates, 
and the more so the earlier the document is. In the earliest period, in which 
the history of the Church was more uniform, and the influence from without 
relatively less, the differences are still in the background. Yet the spirit of 
Rome idready announces itself in the Epistle of Clement, that of Alexandria 
in the Epistle of Barnabas, that of the East in the Epistles of Ignatius. 
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Supplement. — The main features of the message concerning 
Christ, of the matter of the Evangelic history, were fixed in 
^ the first and second generation of believers, and on Palestinian 
soil. But yet, up to the middle of the second century, this 
matter was in many ways increased in Gentile Christian regions, 
revised from new points of view, handed down in very 
diverse forms, and systematically allegorised by individual 
teachers. As a whole, the Evangelic history certainly appears 
to have been completed at the beg^inning of the second cen- 
tury. But in detail, much that was new was produced at a 
later period — and not only in Gnostic circles — and the old tra- 
dition was recast or rejected. ^ 

I The history of the genesis of the four Canonical Gospels, or the comparison 
of them, is instructive on this point. Then we must bear in mind the old 
Apocryphal Gospels, and the way in which the so-called Apostolic Fathers and 
Justin attest the Evangelic history, and in part reproduce it independently, the 
Gospels of Peter, of the Egyptians, and of Marcion ; the Diatessaron of Tatian ; 
the Gnostic Gospels and Acts of the Apostles, etc. The greatest gap in our know- 
ledge consists in the fact, that we know so little about the course of things 
from about the year 6i to the beginning of the reign of Trajan. The consoli- 
dating and remodelling process must, for the most part, have taken place in this 
period. We possess probably not a few writings which belong to that period; 
but how are we to prove this, how are they to be arranged? Here lies the 
cause of most of the differences, combinations and uncertainties; many scholars, 
therefore, actually leave these 40 years out of account, and seek to place every- 
thing in the first three decennia of the second century. 
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CHAPTER II 

THE ELEMENT COMMON TO ALL CHRISTIANS AND 
THE BREACH WITH JUDAISM 

On account of the great differences among those who, in 
the first century, reckoned themselves in the Church of God, 
and called themselves by the name of Christ, * it seems at first 
sight scarcely possible to set up marks which would hold 
good for all, or even for nearly all, the groups. (Yet the great 
majority had one thing in common, as is proved, among other 
things, by the gradual expulsion of Gnosticism. ) vThe convic- 
tion that they knew the supreme God, the consciousness of 
being responsible to him (Heaven and Hell), reliance on Jesus 
Christ, the hope of an eternal life, the vigorous elevation above 
the world — these are the elements that formed the funda- 
mental mood. The author of the Acts of Thecla expresses 
the general view when he (c. 5.7) co-ordinates riv rod xP^^foy 
Xi^O¥f with Xiyoq iiov vep) fyxpartlag xx) ivet^riveoi^. The fol- 
lowing particulars may here be specified. * 

I. The Gospel, because it rests on revelation, is the sure / 
manifestation of the supreme God, and its believing acceptance 
guarantees salvation (vanjpla). 

II. The essential content of this manifestation (besides the 
revelation and the verification of the oneness and spirituality of 
God), • is, first of all, the message of the resurrection and 

1 See, as to this, Celsus in Orig. III. 10 fT. and V. 59 ff. 

2 The marks adduced in the text do not certainly hold good for some com- 
paratively unimportant Gnostic groups, but they do apply to the great majority 
of them, and in the main to Marcion also. 

3 Most of the Gnostic schools know only one God, and put all emphasis on 
the knowledge of the oneness^ supramundaneness, and spirituality of this God. 
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eternal life {iviaTxvt^, ^nii iiiiviog^ then the preaching of moral 

purity and continence {lyxpirsia)^ on the basis of repentance 

toward God (ji,$rivoi»\ and of an expiation once assured by 

baptism, with eye ever fixed on the requital of good and evil. * 

III. This manifestation is mediated by Jesus Christ, who is 
the Saviour {froirilip) sent by God "in these last days," and who 

stands with God himself in a union special and unique, (cf. the 
ambiguous valq teov, which was much used in the earliest 
period). He has brought the true and full knowledge of God, 
as well as the gift of immortality (yviaiq xm (I^V) or yvivtq Tijg 
(«9^, as an expression for the sum of the Gospel. See the 
supper prayer in the Didache c. IX and X; «i;^«pi«r0&/xiy vot, 
7cir$p ^fioiv iiTip riig Z^ijg ^^^ yviffiug ijg fyvaptirxg ifdv iti 
'Iffo-ou rov iTPtMq vo\j), and is for that very reason the redeemer 
(<r&ryip and victor over the demons) on whom we are to 
place believing trust. But he is, further, in word and walk 
the highest ' example of all moral virtue, and therefore in his 
own person the law for the perfect life, and at the same time 
the God-appointed lawgiver and judge. * 

• IV. Virtue as continence, embraces as its highest task, renun- 
ciation of temporal goods and separation from the common 
world; for the Christian is not a citizen, but a stranger on 
the earth, and expects its approaching destruction. ' 

The iEons, the Demiurgus, the God of matter, do not come near this God, though 
they are called Gods. See the testimony of Hippolytus c. Noet. 1 1 ; luri ykf 
flr^vTf € ifictKhJth'^a'en tU roGro lUoim^ tlxtTv, Iht rd tSv mIq *4va ivorp^xf 1. tl eZv 
rk TtAvra tlQ %v» ivctrpix'^ ^ Kark $baXtrr7vov xai xark MetpKtuva, KjljftvASv rl 
xdti xSttren riyy Im /y«y ^Avap/ffv, xdi UicovrtQ tU roOro irtfitix§vx¥, Vwet rdv 'iva 6iMKoyi^9»viv 
tUrtw rfiy 9r^yr«y o^rtit^ olv vvvrpix^^^^ ^ ahro) /lii Hxovtmq r$ iA^i^tl^'iva^tdv 
Xiyttv votifffovra <&c iiHKnia'tv, 

1 Continence was regarded as the condition laid down by God for the resur- 
rection and eternal life. The sure hope of this was for many, if not for the 
majority, the whole sum of religion, in connection with the idea of the requital 
of good and evil which was now firmly established. See the testimony of the 
heathen Lucian, in Peregrinus Proteus. 

2 Even where the judicial attributes were separated from God (Christ) as not 
suitable, Christ was still comprehended as the critical appearance by which 
every man is placed in the condition which belongs to him. The Apocalypse 
of Peter expects that God himself will come as Judge (see the Messianic ex- 
pectations of Judaism, in which it was always uncertain whether God or the 
Messiah would hold the judgment). 

3 Celsus (Orig. c. Celsum V. 59) after referring to the many Christian par- 
ties mutually provoking and fighting with each other, remarks (V. 64), that 
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V. Christ has committed to chosen men, the Apostles (or 
to one Apostle), the proclamation of the message he received / 
from God; consequently, their preaching represents that of 
Christ himself. But, besides, the Spirit of God rules in Chris- 
tians, " the Saints." He bestows upon them special gifts, and, 
above all, continually raises up among them Prophets and spi- 
ritual Teachers who receive revelations and communications 
for the edification of others, and whose injunctions are to be 
obeyed. 

VI. Christian Worship is a service of God in spirit and in 
truth (a spiritual sacrifice), and therefore has no legal cere- 
monial and statutory rules. The value of the sacred acts and 
consecrations which are connected with the cultus, consists in 
the communication of spiritual blessings. (Didache X, ^(liv 

yiov %i» rou vetiiiq vou). 

VII. Everything that Jesus Christ brought with him, may 
be summed up in yv&vt^ kx) ^«i$, or in the knowledge of im- 
mortal life. * To possess the perfect knowledge was, in wide 
circles, an expression for the sum total of the Gospel. ' 

though they dilTer much from each other, and quarrel with each other, you can 
yet hear from them all the protestation. ^^ The world is crucified to me and I to 
the world". In the earliest Gentile Christian communities brotherly love for 
reflective thought falls into the background behind ascetic exercises of virtue, 
in unquestionable deviation from the sayings of Christ, but in fact it was power- 
ful. See the testimony of Pliny and Lucian, Aristides Apol. 15, Tertull. Apol. 39. 

I The word ^^ life " comes into consideration in a double sense, viz., as sound- 
ness of the soul, and as immortality. Neither, of course, is to be separated from 
the other. But I have attempted to shew in my essay, ^^ Medicinisches aus der 
altesten Kirchengesch," (1892)) the extent to which the Gospel in the earliest 
Christendom was preached as medicine and Jesus as a Physician, and how the 
Christian Message was really comprehended by the Gentiles as a medicinal reli- 
gion. Even the Stoic philosophy gave itself out as a soul therapeutic, and Ms- 
culapius was worshipped as a Saviour-God ; but Christianity alone was a religion 
of healing. 

a Heinrici, in his commentary on the epistles to the Corinthians, has dealt 
very clearly with this matter; see especially (Bd. II. p. 557 if.) the description 
of the Christianity of the Corinthians : *'*• On what did the community base its 
Christian character? It believed in one God who had revealed himself to it 
through Christ, without denying the reality of the hosts of gods in the heathen 
world, (i. VIII. 6). It hoped in immortality without being clear as to the na- 
ture of the Christian belief in the resurrection (I. XV). It had no doubt as to 
the requital of good and evil (I. IV. 5 : 2. V. 10: XI. 15; Rom. II. 4), without 
understanding the value of self-denial, claiming no merit, for the sake of im- 
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1/ VIII. Christians, as such, no longer take into account the 
distinctions of race, age, rank, nationality and worldly culture, 
but the Christian community must be conceived as a com- 
munion resting on a divine election. Opinions were divided 
about the ground of that election. 

IX. As Christianity is the only true religion, and as it is 

l/^ no national religion, but somehow concerns the whole of hu- 
manity, or its best part, it follows, that it can have nothing 
in common with the Jewish nation and its contemporary 
cultus. The Jewish nation in which Jesus Christ appeared, 
has, for the time at least, no special relation to the God 
whom Jesus revealed. Whether it had such a relation at 
an earlier period is doubtful {cf. here, ^.^., the attitude of 
of Marcion, Ftolemaeus the disciple of Valentinus, the author 
of the Epistle of Barnabas, Aristides and Justin); but certain 

i^\\. is, that God has now cast it off, and that all revelations of 
God, so far as they took place at all before Christ, (the ma- 
jority assumed that there had been such revelaitions and con- 
sidered the Old Testament as a holy record) must have 
aimed solely at the call of the "new people", and in some 
way prepared for the revelation of God through his Son. » 

portant ends. It was striving to make use of the Gospel as a new doctrine of 
wisdom about earthly and super-earthly things, which led to the perfect and best 
established knowledge (i. I. 21 : VIII. i). It boasted of special operations of the 
Divine Spirit, which in themselves remained obscure and non-transparent, and 
therefore unfruitful (i. XIV), while it was prompt to put aside as obscure, the 
word of the Cross as preached by Paul (2. IV. i f.). The hope of the near Pa- 
rousia, however, and the completion of all Aiings, evinced no power to effect a 
moral transformation of society. We herewith obtain the outline of a conviction 
that was spread over the widest circles of the Roman Empire". Naturam si ex- 
pellas furca, tamen usque recurret. 

I Nearly 'all Gentile Christian groups that we know, are at one in the de- 
tachment of Christianity from empiric Judaism ; the ^^ Gnostics," however, included 
the Old Testament in Judaism, while the greater part of Christians did not. 
That detachment seemed to be demanded by the claims of Christianity to be 
the one, true, absolute and therefore oldest religion, foreseen from the begin- 
ning. The different estimates of the Old Testament in Gnostic circles have their 
exact parallels in the different estimates of Judaism among the other Christians ; 
cf. for example, in this respect, the conception stated in the Epistle of Barnabas 
with the views of Marcion, and Justin with Valentinus. The particulars about 
the detachment of the Gentile Christians from the Synagogue, which was pre- 
pared for by the inner development of Judaism itself, and was required by the 
fundamental fact, that the Messiah, crucified and rejected by his own peiople, was 
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recognised as Saviour by those who were not Jews, cannot be given in the 
frame-work of a history of dogma; though, see chaps. III. IV. VI. On the other 
hand, the turning away from Judaism is also the result of the mass of things 
which were held in common with it, even in Gnostic circles. Christianity made 
its appearance in the Empire in the Jewish propaganda. By the preaching of 
Jesus Christ who brought the gift of eternal life, mediated the full knowledge 
of God, and assembled round him in these last days a community, the imperfect 
and hybrid creations of the Jewish propaganda in the empire were converted 
into independent formations. These formations were far superior to the syna- 
gogue in power of attraction, and from the nature of the case would very soon 
be directed with the utmost vigour against the synagogue. 



CHAPTER III 

THE COMMON FAITH AND THE BEGINNINGS OF KNOWLEDGE 

IN GENTILE CHRISTIANTY AS IT WAS BEING 

DEVELOPED INTO CATHOLICISM * 

§ I. The Communities and the Church. 

The confessors of the Gospel, belonging to organised com- 
munities who recognised the Old Testament as the Divine 
record of revelation, and prized the Evangelic tradition as a 
public message for all, to which in its undiluted form they 

I The statements made in this chapter need special forbearance, especially as 
the selection from the rich and motley material — cf. only the so-called Apos- 
tolic Fathers — the emphasising of this, the throwing into the background of 
that element, cannot here be vindicated. It is not possible, in the compass of a 
brief account, to give expression to that elasticity and those oscillations of ideas 
and thoughts which were peculiar to the Christians of the earliest period. There 
was indeed, as will be shewn, a complex of tradition in many respects fixed, 
but this complex was still under the dominance of an enthusiastic fancy, so 
that what at one moment seemed fixed, in the next had disappeared. Finally, 
attention must be given to the fact that when we speak of the beginnings of 
knowledge, the members of the Christian community in their totality are no 
longer in question, but only individuals who of course were the leaders of 
the others. If we had no other writings from the times of the Apostolic 
Fathers than the first Epistle of Clement and the Epistle of Polycarp, it would be 
comparatively easy to sketch a clear history of the development connecting Paul- 
inism with the old-Catholic Theology as represented by Irenseus, and so to justify 
the traditional ideas. But besides these two Epistles which are the classic mon- 
uments of the mediating tradition, we have a great number of documents 
which shew us how manifold and complicated the development was. They also 
teach us how careful we should be in the interpretation of the post-Apostolic 
documents that immediately followed the Pauline Epistles, and that we must give 
special heed to the paragraphs and ideas in them, which distinguish them from 
Paulinism. Besides, it is of the greatest importance that those two Epistles 
originated in Rome and Asia Minor, as these are the places where we must 
seek the embryonic stage of old-Catholic doctrine. Numerous fine threads, in 
the form of fundamental ideas and particular views, pass over from the Asia Minor 
theology of the post-Apostolic period into the old-Catholic theology. 
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Wished to adhere truly and sincerely, formed the stem of 
Christendom both as to extent and importance. ^ The com- 
munities stood to each other in an outwardly loose, but in- 
wardly firm connection, and every community by the vigour 
of its faith, the certainty of its hope, the holy character of its 
life, as well as by unfeigned love, unity and peace, was to 
be an image of the holy Church of God which is in heaven, 
and whose members are scattered over the earth. They were, 
further, by the purity of their walk and an active brotherly 
disposition, to prove to those without, that is to the world, 
the excellence and truth of the Christian faith. * The hope 

1 The Epistle to the Hebrews (X. 35), the Episde of Barnabas (IV. 10), the 
Shepherd of Hennas (Sim. IX. 26. 3), but especially the Epistles of Ignatius 
and still later documents, shew that up to the middle of the second century, 
and even later, there were Christians who, for various reasons, stood outside 
the union of communities, or wished to have only a loose and temporary relation 
to them. The exhortation: M rd abri 9W9px6(it¥ot 9w^fir§ir9 xtf} roG xoivf 
aviU^povTOQ (see my note on Didache XVI. 2, and cf. for the expression the 
interesting State Inscription which was found at Magnesia on the Meander. Bull* 
Corresp. Hell6n. 1883. p. 506: ixavyoptCat fAtin oviSpx'^^M to^Q ifiTOKdtuvQ tun- 
ireuptav fitfrf xapivniKdTCtc bpetr^vMrieUt 9rf/d«p%«?y H xAfrttQ to7q t^T^p to0 KOi¥f 
o'Ufiipiforro^ ixtreerrofiivoiQ xrA.). or the exhortation: KOAAMo'Bi to7q ^/oi^, Hrt oi 
KoA^fuvot alroii dytao'6ilio'ovrai (i. Clem. 46. 2, introduced as y^o^) runs through 
most of the writings of the post- Apostolic and pre-catholic period. New doctrines 
were imported by wandering Christians who, in many cases, may not themselves 
have belonged to a community, and did not respect the arrangements of those 
they found in existence, but sought to form conventicles. If we remember how 
the Greeks and Romans were wont to get themselves initiated into a mystery cult, 
and took part for a long time in the religious exercises, and then, when they thought 
they had got the good of it, for the most part or wholly to give up attending, 
we shall not wonder that the demand to become a permanent member of a 
Christian community was opposed by many. The statements of Hermas are 
specially instructive here. 

2 ^^ Corpus sumus," says Tertullian at a time when this description had already 
become an anachronism, ^^de conscientia religionis et disciplinae unitate et spei 
foedere." (Apol. 39: cf. Ep. Petri ad Jacob. I: «Tc tffdc, tU v^f*«c, fifa jAt/c). 
The description was applicable to the earlier period, when there was no such 
thing as a federation with political forms, but when the consciousness of belong- 
ing to a community and of forming a brotherhood (i^fA^nfc) was all the more 
deeply felt: See, above all, i. Clem, ad Corinth., the Didache (9-15), Aristides 
Apol. 15: "and when they have become Christians they call them (the slaves) 
brethren without hesitation for they do not call them brethren ac- 
cording to the flesh, but according to the spirit and in God;" cf. also the 
statements on brotherhood in Tertullian and Minucius Felix (also Lucian). We 
have in i. Clem. I. 2, the delineation of a perfect Christian Church. The 
Epistles of Ignatius are specially instructive as to the independence of each in- 
dividual community; i Clem, and Didache, as to the obligation to assist stran- 
ger communities by counsel and action, and to support the travelling brethren. 
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that the Lord would speedily appear to gather into his King- 
dom the believers who were scattered abroad, punishing the 
evil and rewarding the good, guided these communities in 
faith and life. In the recently discovered "Teaching of the 
Apostles" we are confronted very distinctly with ideas and 
aspirations of communities that are not influenced by Philosophy. 
The Church, that is the totality of all believers destined to 
be received into the kingdom of God (Didache, 9. 10), is the 
holy Church, (Hermas) because it is brought together and pre- 
served by the Holy Spirit, (it is the one Church, not because 
it presents this unity outwardly, on earth the members of the 
Church are rather scattered abroad, but because it will be 
brought to unity in the kingdom of Christ, because it is ruled 
by the same spirit and inwardly united in a common relation 
to a common hope and ideal ) \The Church, considered in its 
origin, is the number of those chosen by Grod, * the true Is- 
rael, * nay, still more, the final purpose of God, for the world 
was created for its sake. *J There were in connection with 
these doctrines in the earliest period, various speculations about 
the Church: fit is a heavenly iEon, is older than the world, 
was created oy God at the beginning of things as a compan- 
ion of the heavenly Christ ; * its members form the new na- 

As every Christian is a vdpotxoQ^ so every commttnity is a TUfiotKoffvcc r^v tr^A/y, 
but it is under obligation to give an example to the world., and must watch 
that ^^the name be not blasphemed ^\ The importance of the social element in 
the oldest Christian communities, has been very justly brought into prominence 
in the latest works on the subject (Renan, Heinrici, Hatch). The historian of 
dogma must also emphasise it, and put the fluid notions of the faith in con- 
trast with the definite consciousness of moral tasks. See i. Clem. 47-50; Polyc. 
£p. 3; Didache I ff.; Ignat. ad £ph. 14, on iy^xti as the main requirement. 
Love demands that everyone ^^{^ifrf? rd xoivw^A^c TS0-<y xeu iiii I'd icmroO^^ (i. 
Clem. 48. 6, with parallels; Didache 16. 3; Bam. 4. 10; Ignatius). 

1 I.Clem. 59.2. in the Church prayer; Vtmq rdv ipt^iihv rdv xartipt^iimihn 

rtav iik r00 ityamifiivov ircuib^ abroO ^hivoO Xptvrt^. 

2 See I. Clem., 2. Clem., Ignatius (on the basis of the Pauline view; but see also 
Rev. II. 9.) 

3 See Hermas (the passage is given above, p. 103, note.) 

4 See Hermas. Vis. I-III. Papias. Fragm. VI and VII of my edition. 2. Clem. 14 : 

fiaru^f, rljQ Tf d ijA/cv xoi ctXilivtiQ iftrivfiivitQ .... IxxAiy^'/a ^Ava vUfiA Ivri Xfitf*- 
ToO' ^ytt ydf If ypa^' hrofiio'i¥ 6 M^ rdv Mpctxov Upo'ty xoi 6^Xv, rd Upa-tv iartv 
i Xptrr^q, rd tffjAv 4 fxxAfr9-/«. 
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tion which is really the oldest nation,] t it is the Xai^ i rov 
ijiyamnijUvov i 0iXoifievo9 na) ^tX&v aMv, ' the people whom God 
has prepared " in the Beloved," * etc. The creation of God, 
the Church, as it is of an antemundane and heavenly nature, 
will also attain its true existence only in the iEon of the 
future, the iEon of the kingdom of Christ. U*he idea of a 
heavenly origin, and of a heavenly goal of the Church, was^ 
therefore an essential one, various and fluctuating as these 
speculations were. ) Accordingly, the exhortations, so far as 
they have in view the Church, are always dominated by the 
idea of the contrast of the kingdom of Christ with the king- 
dom of the world. On the other hand, he who communicated 
knowledge for the present time, prescribed rules of life, endeav- 
oured to remove conflicts, did not appeal to the peculiar 
character of the Church. (The mere fact, however, that from 
nearly the beginning of Christendom, there were reflections 
and speculations not only about God and Christ, but also 
about the Church, teaches us how profoundly the Christian 
consciousness was impressed with being a new people, viz., 
the people of God. *) These speculations of the earliest Gentile 
Christian time about Christ and the Church, as inseparable 
correlative ideas, are of the greatest importance, for they 
have absolutely nothing Hellenic in them, but rather have 
their origin in the Apostolic tradition. But for that very rea- 
son the combination very soon, comparatively speaking, be- 
came obsolete or lost its power to influence. Even the Apol- 
ogists made no use of it, though Clement of Alexandria and 
other Greeks held it fast, and the Gnostics by their iEon 
"Church" brought it into discredit. Augustine was the first to 
return to it. 
The importance attached to morality is shewn in Didache ' 

1 See Bam. 13 (2. Clem. 2). 

2 See Valentinus in Clem. Strom. VI. 6. 52. " Holy Church ", perhaps also in 
Marcion, if his text (Zahn. Gesch. des N.Tlichen Kanons II. p. 502) in Gal. IV. 
21. read; ^ri^ tvrh ftvnfp ^fiirv, yw^t&vet iU ^v iTfryyn\dfit6a iy(eN ituc^tio'^cn. 

3 Bam. 3. 6. 

4 We are also reminded here of the ^^tertium genus." The nickname of the 
heathen corresponded to the self-consciousness of the Christians (see Aristides, 
ApoL). 
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cc. 1-6, with parallels. * But this section and the statements 
so closely related to it in the pseudo-phocylidean poem, which 
is probably of Christian origin, as well as in Sibyl 11. V. 
56-148, which is likewise to be regarded as Christian, and 
in many other Gnomic paragraphs, shews at the same time, 
that in the memorable expression and summary statement of 
higher moral commandments, the Christian propaganda had 
been preceded by the Judaism of the Diaspora, and had en- 
tered into its labours. These statements are throughout de- 
pendent on the Old Testament wisdom, and have the closest 
relationship with the genuine Greek parts of the Alexandrian 
Canon, as well as with Philonic exhortations. Consequently, 
these moral rules, "the two ways", so aptly compiled and filled 
with such an elevated spirit, represent the ripest fruit of Jew- 
ish as well as of Greek development. The Christian spirit 
found here a disposition which it could recognise as its own. 
It was of the utmost importance, however, that this disposi- 
tion was already expressed in fixed forms suitable for didactic pur- 
poses. The young Christianity therewith received a gift of 
first importance. It was spared a labour in a region, the 
moral, which experience shews, can only be performed in gen- 
erations, viz., the creation of simple fixed impressive rules, 
the labour of the Catechist. (The sayings of the Sermon on 
the Mount were not of themselves sufficient here. Those who 
in the second century attempted to rest in these alone, and 
turned aside from the Judaeo-Greek inheritance, landed in 
Marcionite or Encratite doctrines, * ^ We can see, especially 

1 See also the letter of Pliny, the paragraphs about Christian morality in the 
first third-part of Justin^s apology, and especially the apology of Aristides, c. 

-15. Aristides portrays Christianity by portraying Christian morality. "The 
Christians know and believe in God, the creator of heaven and of earth, the 
God by whom all things consist, i. e,^ in him from whom they have received the 
commandments which they have written in their hearts, commandments which 
they observe in faith and in the expectation of the world to come. For this 
reason they do not commit adultery, nor practise unchastity, nor bear false witness, 
nor covet that with which they are entrusted, or what does not belong to them, 
etc." Compare, how in the Apocalypse of Peter definite penalties in hell are 
portrayed for the several forms of immorality. 

2 An investigation of the Graeco-Jewish, Christian literature of gnomes and 
moral rules, commencing with the Old Testament doctrine of wisdom on the 
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from the Apologies of Aristides (c. 15), Justin and Tatian (see 
also Lucian), that the earnest men of the Graeco-Roman world 
were won by the morality and active love of the Christians. 

§ 2. The Foundations of the Faith. 

The foundations of the faith — whose abridged form was, on 
the one hand, the confession of the one true God, iaSvo^ iAM- 
ttvU tii^j ' and of Jesus, the Lord, the Son of God, the Saviour, * 
and also of the Holy Spirit; and on the other hand, the con- 
fident hope of Christ's kingdom and the resurrection — were laid on 
the Old Testament interpreted in a Christian sense together with 
the Apocalypses ^ and the progressively enriched traditions about 
Jesus Christ, (if irapxio^iq — i TrapxioiiU ^Syog — i xxvav rif^ 
iXTjiila^ or T^^ ^apaiiffiu^ — ^ Ttvn^ — i xctviv r9« rlanag — 
i ictiT^a irhnq — rh xiipvyfict — rit iiiiyfA»ra tov xp^V'^^^ — *i 

one hand, and the Stoic collections on the other, then passing beyond the 
Alexandrian and Evangelic gnomes up to the Didache, the Pauline tables of 
domestic duties, the Sibylline sayings, Phocylides, the Neopythagorean rules, 
and to the gnomes of the enigmatic Sextus, is still an unfulfilled task. The 
moral rules of the Pharisaic Rabbis should also be included. 

1 Herm. Mand. I. has merely fixed the Monotheistic confession: xpUrw t^v- 
r«y wfffrtvrov, irt fXc irrtv 6 6t^g, 6 rk irArra jcrfera^ nai xarapTfra^ kta. See 
Praed. Petri in Clem. Strom. VI. 6. 48: VI. 5. 39: Aristides gives in c. 2. of 
his Apology the preaching of Jesus Christ : but where he wishes to give a short 
expression of Christianity he is satisfied with saying that Christians are those 
who have found the one true God. See, e,g.^ c. 15 ^^ Christians have ... found the 
truth . . . They know and believe in God, the creator of heaven and of earth, 
by whom all things consist, and from whom all things come, who has no other 
god beside him, and from whom they have received commandments which they 
have written on their hearts, commandments which they observe in faith and 
in expectation of the world to come." It is interesting to note how Origen, 
Comm. in Joh. XXXII. 9, has brought the Christological Confession into ap- 
proximate harmony with that of Hennas. First, Mand. I. is verbally repeated 
and then it is said: XP^ ^^ ^ xio^t^H¥, \irt x^fioc 'hivo^Q Xpivrh^ ttai wio'Xi r$ 
Ttiii atfToO Kcerk r^y Mnura tutt riyy Mp«nF6rnv» iAtf^f/ft* i§i H xat tU ^^ Itytov 
irto'Tti/iiv wvtCfia, xai Ifri atlrg^oHo'iot Wfc KoK»^6iii§a fih 1^' oTc dfiafrdvofAtVt 
TifiMiitBa ^1 2^* oJq it xpdrrofm. 

2 Very instructive here is 2 Clem, ad Corinth. 20. 5: r^ fiSyqt 6ti^ iopArif^ 
warp} r^C iAifdf/ffc, r^ ij^cnroa-n/xavrt npitv rdv rnr^pa not ipxvy^v riJQ^i^ttpv'fttQ, 
il oZ Ka) i^vipttctv ^fity riyv iXtjUterv xm rifv tvovpdviov ^miv, altr^ ^ oSJ^a, On 
the Holy Spirit see previous note. 

3 They were quoted as 4 ypa^, rk /3i^A/«, or with the formula i 4fdc {KvptOQ) 
xiyti, yiy^ttwrai. Also '^Law and Prophets," '^Law Prophets and Psalms." See 
the original of the first six books of the Apostolic Constitutions. 
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iiictxh — ri fixtiifietrctj or ri fAiitifia). ^ The Old Testament 
^ revelations and oracles were regarded as pointing to Christ; 
the Old Testament itself, the words of God spoken by the 
Prophets, as the primitive Gospel of salvation, having in view 
the new people, which is, however, the oldest, and belonging 
to it alone. * The exposition of the Old Testament, which, as 
a rule, was of course read in the Alexandrian Canon of the 
Bible, turned it into a Christian book. A historical view of 
it, which no born Jew could in some measure fail to take, 
did not come into fashion, and the freedom that was used in 
interpreting the Old Testament, — so far as there was a me- 
thod, it was the Alexandrian Jewish — went the length of even 
correcting the letter and enriching the contents. * 

The traditions concerning Christ on which the communities 
were based, were of a twofold character. First, there were 
words of the Lord, mostly ethical, but also of eschatological 
content, which were regarded as rules, though their expression 
was uncertain, ever changing, and only gradually assuming a 
fixed form. The itidyfActrct rov ^pio-roS are often just the moral 
commandments. ^ Second, the foundation of the faith, that is, 
the assurance of the blessing of salvation, was formed by a 
proclamation of the history of Jesus concisely expressed, and 



1 See the collection of passages in Patr. App. 0pp. edit. Gebhardt. I. 2 p. 
133, and the formula, Diogn. ii: ixocrtfAAiv yivofuvo^ fMrtftfrvc y^vofjuu hi^rxaKoQ 
Idvfiy, rk irapaMima i{/«c v^nfptrAv ytvofiivotQ kA^iU/ccQ ftahrrcuQ. Besides the 
Old Testament and the traditions about Jesus (Gospels), the Apocalyptic writings 
of the Jews, which were regarded as writings of the Spirit, were also drawn 
upon. Moreover, Christian letters and manifestoes proceeding from Apostles, 
prophets, or teachers, were read. The Epistles of Paul were early collected and 
obtained wide circulation in the first half of the second century; but they were 
not Holy Scripture in the specific sense, and therefore their authority was not 
unqualified. 

2 Bam. 5. 6, ol 9rpo(^9rai, iwi toG Kvpiov 'tf^ovrfc i^^v X^P^^* *h eebr^v iirfo^* 
Ttv^xv. Ignat. ad Magn. 8. 2. cf. also Clem. Paedag. I. 7. 59 : ^ y^f uMq oItoq 
9raiictyuy^Q r6r§ (ih "^ojSff^iftf^ K^pio¥ rdv dfdv 'iXtytv^ ^fjuv ii ** iyeeiriia'tti 
xi/piov rdy 6t^v vov" wap^vtv-tv. hh toOto KOi ivriAAtreu iifuv ^^wa^rctah ^ird rS¥ 
*4pym¥ vfiSv** rAv raAm^v ifiapriMv, **t*^6tTt K«Ady irotelv, *4kk^vov i^d tutKoH Koii 
9Foi^vo¥ iya$6vt ityAmivei^ itKatovCwfv^ sfi(aiivai ^voft/av.** alini fiov ^ via haifJKii 
xakBtt^ iuxtiptpyfUvfi ypAfiftart. 

3 See above § 5. p. Ii4f. 

r 4 See my edition of the Didache. Prolegg. p. 32 ff ; Rothe, ^^ De disciplina arcani 
origine,'* 184 1. 
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composed with reference to prophecy. * The confession of God 
the Father Almighty, of Christ as the Lord and Son of God, 
and of the Holy Spirit, * was at a very early period in the 
communities united with the short proclamation of the history 
of Jesus, and at the same time, in certain cases, referred ex- 
pressly to the revelation of God (the Spirit) through the proph- 
ets. » CThe confession thus conceived had not everywhere ^^ 
obtained a fixed definite expression in the first century (c. 
50-150). ^It would rather seem that, in most of the commu- 
nities, there was no exact formulation beyond a confession of 
Father, Son and Spirit, accompanied in a free way by the historical 
proclamation. * 4t is highly probable, however, that a short con- 
fession was strictly formulated in the Roman community be- 
fore the middle of the second century, * expressing belief in the 
Father, Son and Spirit, embracing also the most important facts in L 
the history of Jesus, and mentioning the Holy Church, as well 
as the two great blessings of Christianity, the forgiveness of 
sin, and the resurrection of the dead] {&0e^ig ifictpriSv, vapniq 
avivTxfftg. ^) But, however the proclamation might be handed 

1 The earliest example is i. Cor. XI. i f. It is difTerent in i Tim. III. 16. 
where already the question is about rd r^c f^^f^f/ac fivaTfipto¥: See Patr. App. 
Opp. I. 2. p. 134. 

2 Father, son, and spirit: Paul; Matt. XX VIII. 19; i. Clem, ad Cor. 58. 2 
(see 2. I f.: 42. 3: 46. 6); Didache 7; Ignat. Eph. 9. i; Magn. 13. 1.2.; 
Philad. inscr.; Mart. Polyc. 14. I. 2; Ascens. Isai. 8. 18 : 9. 27 : 10. 4:11. 32 ff; 
Justin passim] Montan. ap. Didym. de trinit. 411; Excerpta ex Theodot. 80; 
Pseudo Clem, de virg. i. 13. Yet the omission of the Holy Spirit is frequent, as 
in Paul, or the Holy Spirit is identified with the Spirit of Christ. The latter 
takes place even with such writers as are familiar with the baptismal formula. 
Ignat. ad Magn. 15; xiKniiiivoi iiiAKptrov mtOfia, STc io^tv *Iif0'o0( Xpta^^Q. 

3 The formulae run: ^^God who has spoken through the Prophets," or the 
"Prophetic Spirit," etc. 

4 That should be assumed as certain in the case of the Egyptian Church, 
yet Caspari thinks he can shew that already Clement of Alexandria presupposes 
a symbol. 

5 Also in the communities of Asia Minor (Smyrna); for a combination of 
Polyc. Ep. c. 2 with c. 7, proves that in Smyrna the xmpaMttQ AdyoQ must have 
been something like the Roman Symbol, see Lightfoot on the passage; it can- 
not be proved that it was identical with it. See, further, how in the case of 
Polycarp the moral element is joined on to the dogmatic. This reminds us of 
the Didache and has its parallel even in the first homily of Aphraates. 

6 See Caspari, Quellen z. Gesch. des Taufsymbols, III. p. 3 ff. and Patr. 
App. Opp. I. 2. p. 1 15-142. The old Roman Symbol reads: Tltrrt^M #/$ U^¥ 
ffaripa yravroKpdTOfo^ xai $U Xpt^rbv 'I«f0-o0y (rdv) itbw ai/roV rdv ftov^nfj^ (on 
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down, in a form somehow fixed, or in a free form, the disciples 
of Jesus, the (twelve) Apostles, were regarded as the authori- 

this word see Westcott^s Excursus in his commentary on ist. John) rdy x^psov 
m»M¥ rb¥ Ytv¥if$ivra ix we^fJUtroQ dyfov ime) JAeepiaQ rifc vap$ivov, rdy ct< TIovt/ov 
IliXdrov vravpmHvret km ret^¥ru\ Tf rphifi ^fUp^ StvavrAvra Ik viKp&v, iva^irra 
ilQ rode ovpovo^c* Ka$tifitvo¥ cv ^f|/^ roG xarpdQj UStv 'ipx^reu xplvai ^Svree^ xai 
¥tKpo^Q' Ksu eU ^rvtVfia Hyiov, iyien ixxXniv/xv, li^to'tv dfieipTi&¥, a-apx^Q kvdvTOTtv, 
ipL^, To estimate this very important article aright we must note the fol- 
lowing: (i) It is not a formula of doctrine, but of confession. (2) It has a 
liturgical form which is shewn in the rhythm and in the disconnected succession 
of its several members, and is free from everything of the nature of polemic. 
(3) It tapers off into the three blessings, Holy Church, forgiveness of sin, 
resurrection of the body, and in this as well as in the fact that there is 
no mention of ^vifric (iAt^tftia) xat ^wn etlmoQ^ is revealed an early ChrisUan 
untheological attitude. (4) It is worthy of note, on the other hand, that the 
birth from the Virgin occupies the first place, and all reference to the baptism 
of Jesus, also to the Davidic Sonship, is wanting. (5) It is further worthy of 
note, that there is no express mention of the death of Jesus, and that the 
Ascension already forms a special member (that is also found elsewhere, Ascens. 
Isaiah, c. 3. 13. ed. Dillmann. p. 13. Murator. Fragment, etc.). Finally, we 
should consider the want of the earthly Kingdom of Christ and the mission of the 
twelve Apostles, as well as, on the other hand, the purely religious attitude, no 
notice being taken of the new law. Zahn (Das Apostol. Symbolum, 1893) assumes, 
^^That in all essential respects the identical baptismal confession which Justin 
learned in Ephesus about 130, and Marcion confessed in Rome about 145, 
originated at latest somewhere about 120". In some ^^unpretending notes" (p. 
37 ff.) he traces this confession back to a baptismal confession of the Pauline 
period (^^it had already assumed a more or less stereotyped form in the earlier 
Apostolic period"), which, however, was somewhat revised, so far as it con- 
tained, for example, "of the house of David", with reference to Christ. "The 
original formula, reminding us of the Jewish soil of Christianity, was thus remod- 
elled, perhaps about 70-120, with retention of the fundamental features, so that 
it might appear to answer better to the need of candidates for baptism, proceed- 
ing more and more from the Gentiles .... This changed formula soon spread 
on all sides. It lies at the basis of all the later baptismal confessions of the 
Church, even of the East. The first article was slightly changed in Rome about 
200-220". While up till then, in Rome as everywhere else, it had read irtartUtt 
tU %¥a df dv iret^roKpiropa^ it was now changed into ^rivrt^tt tU ^f dv iraripa xavro' 
KpAropa, This hypothesis, with regard to the early history of the Roman Symbol, 
presupposes that the history of the formation of the baptismal confession in 
the Church, in east and west, was originally a uniform one. This cannot 
be proved, besides, it is refuted by the facts of the following period. It presup- 
poses secondly, that there was a strictly formulated baptismal confession outside 
Rome before the middle of the second century, which likewise cannot be proved ; 
(the converse rather is probable, that the fixed formulation proceeded from Rome). 
Moreover, Zahn himself retracts everything again by the expression ^^more or 
less stereotyped form;" for what is of decisive interest here is the question, 
when and where the fixed sacred form was produced. Zahn here has set up 
the radical thesis that it can only have taken place in Rome between 200 
and 220. But neither his negative nor his positive proof for a change of the 
Symbol in Rome at so late a period is sufficient. No sure conclusion as to 
the Symbol can be drawn from the wavering regula fidti of Irenseus and Ter- 
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ties who mediated and guaranteed it. To them was traced 
back in the same way everything that was narrated of the 
history of Jesus, and everything that was inculcated from his 
sayings. * Consequently, it may be said, that beside the Old 
Testament, the chief court of appeal in the communities was 
formed by an aggregate of words and deeds of the Lord ; — 
for the history and the suffering of Jesus are his deed : i *I)f o'oS^ 



tuUian which contain the ^^unum**; farther, the ^^nnum" is not found in the 
western provincial Symbols, which, however, are in part earlier than the year 
200. The Romish correction must therefore have been subsequently taken over 
in the provinces (Africa?). Finally, the formula Mv x^rtpa xenroKpAropa be- 
side the more frequent dfdv frcafreKpdropa, is attested by Irenaeus I. 10. I, a 
decisive passage. With our present means we cannot attain to any direct know- 
ledge of Symbol formation before the Romish Symbol. But the following hypoth- 
eses, which I am not able to establish here, appear to me to correspond to 
the facts of the case and to be fruitful, (i) There were, even in the earliest 
period, separate Kerygmata about God and Christ: see the Apostolic writings, 
Hermas, Ignatius, etc. (2) The Kerygma about God was the confession of the 
one God of creation, the almighty God. (3) The Kerygma about Christ had 
essentially the same historical contents everywhere, but was expressed in di- 
verse forms: (a) in the form of the fulfilment of prophecy, (b) in the form 
xark v&^ua-KttTh TvtCfia, (c) in the form of the first and second advent, (d) in 
the form, iurr«/3ic-^ya/9^C ; these forms were also partly combined. (4) The 
designations "Christ", "Son of God" and "Lord", further, the birth from the 
Holy Spirit, or tutrk TviV/jM, the sufferings (the practice of exorcism contri- 
buted also to the fixing and naturalising of the formula "crucified under Pon- 
tius Pilate"), the death, the resurrection, the coming again to judgment, formed 
the stereotyped content of the Kerygma about Jesus. The mention of the Davidic 
Sonship, of the Virgin Mary, of the baptism by John, of the third day, of the 
descent into Hades, of the demonstratio vera carnis post resurrectionem^ of the 
ascension into heaven and the sending out of the disciples, were additional articles 
which appeared here and there. The v&fjuL Aa/3«y, and the like, were very early de- 
veloped out of the forms (b) and (d). All this was already in existence at the tran- 
sition of the first century to the second. (5) The proper contribution of the Roman 
community consisted in this, that it inserted the Kerygma about God and that 
about Jesus into the baptismal formula, widened the clause referring to the Holy 
Spirit, into one embracing Holy Church, forgiveness of sin, resurrection of the 
body, excluded theological theories in other respects, undertook a reduction all 
round, and accurately defined everything up to the last word. (6) The western 
reguUe fidei do not fall back exclusively on the old Roman Symbol, but also on 
the earlier freer Kerygmata about God and about Jesus which were common to 
the east and west ; not otherwise can the regults fidei of Irenaeus and TertuUian, 
for example, be explained. But the symbol became more and more the support 
of the reguia, (7) The eastern confessions (baptismal symbols) do not fall back 
directly on the Roman Symbol, but were probably on the model of this symbol, made 
up from the provincial Kerygmata^ rich in contents and growing ever richer, hardly, 
however, before the third century. (8) It cannot be proved, and it is not prob- 
able, that the Roman Symbol was in existence before Hermas, that is, about 135. 
I See the fragment in Euseb. H. £. III. 39, from the work of Papias. 
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inrifUin¥ TxitJy xrA, — fixed in certain fundamental features, 
though constantly enriched, and traced back to apostolic 
testimony. * 

The authority which the Apostles in this way enjoyed, did 
not, in any great measure, rest on the remembrance of direct 
services which the twelve had rendered to the Gentile Churches : 
for as the want of reliable concrete traditions proves, no 
such services had been rendered, at least not by the twelve. 
On the contrary, there was a theory operative here regarding 
the special authority which the twelve enjoyed in the Church 
at Jerusalem, a theory which was spread by the early mis- 
sionaries, including Paul, and sprang from the a priori consi- 

I A/^ffxv xCptov hk rfly </3* i^orrdXm (A<^. inscr.) is the most accurate ex- 
pression (similarly 2. Pet. III. 2). Instead of this might be said simply 6 xdfioQ 
(Hegesipp.). Hegesippus (Euseb. H. £., IV. 22. 3: See also Steph. Gob.) com- 
prehends the ultimate authorities under the formula: Aq 6 wd/JUQ khi^vvmi koi 0/ 
wpo^reu Koi 6 Kvfioq\ just as even Pseudo Clem, de Virg. I. 2: ^^Sicut ex lege 
ac prophetis' et a domino nostro Jesu Christo didicimus." Polycarp (6. 3) says : 
xtft^C altrhi ivartf^MTO xas of tifayytXtvdfiivot vffx&Q ifx6vTQ?iOt nati ol irpo<^Xirm ol 
xfotaif^J^efirrti r^v SfAtvo'/y roO ttuphv iifUh. In the second Epistleof Clement (14. 2) 
we read : rk /3i/3a/(« (O. T.) xa) of iwio'Tokoi ; rd tlayyi^tov may also stand for 
6 K£pto% (Ignat., Didache, 2 Clem. etc.). The Gospel, so far as it is described, is 
quoted as rk iitofAinifAovt^fiaTa r. iToo^Skuv (Justin, Tatian), or on the other 
hand, as af tivpimutk ypa^f, (Dionys. Cor. in Euseb. H. E. IV. 23. 12: at a 
later period in Tertull. and Clem. Alex.). The words of the Lord, in the same 
way as the words of God, are called simply rk X&yta {xvptMcd), The declaration 
of Serapion at the beginning of the third century (Euseb., H. E. VI. 12. 3): 
^fitti xal nirpov xoi rode 2(AAovc inFOvr6Xov^ iwoiix^fitBa <&c Xptcrdv, is an inno- 
vation in so far as it puts the words of the Apostles fixed in writing and as 
distinct from the words of the Lord, on a level with the latter. That is, while 
differentiating the one from the other, Serapion ascribes to the words of the 
apostles and those of the Lord equal authority. But the development which led to 
this position, had already begun in the first century. At a very early period 
there were read in the communities, beside the Old Testament, Gospels, that is 
collections of words of the Lord, which at the same time contained the main 
facts of the history of Jesus. Such notes were a necessity (Luke i. 4: ^c 
myv^Q mpt &¥ tuenix^^m XiyMv rifv ia-^^iiepf), and though still indefinite and in 
many ways unlike, they formed the germ for the genesis of the New Testament. 
(See. Weiss, Lehrb. d. Einleit. in d. N. T. p. 21 ff.). Further, there were read 
Epistles and Manifestoes by apostles, prophets and teachers, but, above all, 
Epistles of Paul. The Gospels at first stood in no connection with these 
Epistles, however high they might be prized. But there did exist a connection 
between the Gospels and the ^* ^PX^^ ahrdxrat^ not UmipiTtuQ roO xAyou^ so 
far as these mediated the tradition of the Evangelic material, and on their 
testimony rests the Kerygma of the Church about the Lord as the Teacher, the 
crucified and risen One. Here lies the germ for the genesis of a canon which 
will comprehend the Lord and the Apostles, and will also draw in the Pauline 
Epistles. Finally, Apocalypses were read as Holy Scriptures. 
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deration that the tradition about Christ, just because it grew 
up so quickly, * must have been entrusted to eye-witnesses who 
were commissioned to proclaim the Gospel to the whole world, 
and who fulfilled that commission. The a priori character of 
this assumption is shewn by the fact, that — with the excep- 
tion of reminiscences of an activity of Peter and John among 
the 2<yjf, not sufficiently clear to us* — the twelve, as a rule 
are regarded as a college^ to which the mission and the tradi- 
tion are traced back. ' That such a theory, based on a dog- 
matic construction of history, could have at all arisen, proves 
that either the Gentile Churches never had a living relation 
to the twelve, or that they -had very soon lost it in the rapid 
disappearance of Jewish Christianity, while they had been referred 
to the twelve from the beginning. But even in the commu- 
nities which Paul had founded and for a long time guided, 
the remembrance of the controversies of the Apostolic age 
must have been very soon effaced, and the vacuum thus pro- 
duced filled by a theory which directly traced back the status 
quo of the Gentile Christian communities to a tradition of the 
twelve as its foundation. This fact is extremely paradoxical, 
and is not altogether explained by the assumptions, that the 
Pauline-Judaistic controversy had not made a great impres- 
sion on the Gentile Christians, that the way in which Paul, 
while fully recognising the twelve, had insisted on his own 
independent importance, had long ceased to be really under- 
stood, and that Peter and John had also really been missionaries 
to the Gentiles. The guarantee that was needed for the 
"teaching of the Lord" must, finally, be given not by Paul, 



1 Read, apart from all others, the canonical Gospels, the remains of the so- 
called Apocryphal Gospels, and perhaps the Shepherd of Hennas: see also the 
statements of Papias. 

2 That Peter was in Antioch follows from Gal. II ; that he laboured in Corinth, 
perhaps before the composition of the first epistle to the Corinthians, is not so 
improbable as is usually maintained (i Cor.; Dionys. of Corinth); that he was 
at Rome even is very credible. The sojourn of John in Asia Minor cannot, I 
think, be contested. 

3 See how in the three early " writings of Peter "(Gospel, Apocalypse, ATifry^ww) 
the twelve are embraced in a perfect unity. Peter is the head and spokesman 
for them all. 
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but only by chosen eye-witnesses. The less that was known 
about them, the easier it was to claim them. The conviction 
as to the unanimity of the twelve, and as to their activity in 
founding the Gentile Churches, appeared in these Churches as 
early as the urgent need of protection against the serious conse- 
quences of unfettered religious enthusiasm and unrestrained 
religious fancy. This urgency cannot be dated too far back. 
In correspondence therewith, the principle of tradition in the 
Church (Christ, the twelve Apostles) in the case of those who 
were intent on the unity and completeness of Christendom, is 
also very old. But one passed logically from the Apostles to 
the disciples of the Apostles, "-the Elders," without at first 
claiming for them any other significance than that of reliable 
hearers (Apostoli et discentes ipsorum). In coming down to 
them, one here and there betook oneself again to real histori- 
cal ground, disciples of Paul, of Peter, of John. * Yet even 
here legends with a tendency speedily got mixed with facts, 
and because, in consequence of this theory of tradition, the 
Apostle Paul must needs fall into the background, his disciples 
also were more or less forgotten. The attempt which we have 
in the Pastoral Epistles remained without effect, as regards 
those to whom these epistles were addressed. Timothy and 
Titus obtained no authority outside these epistles. But so far 
as the epistles of Paul were collected, diffused, and read, there 
was created a complex of writings which at first stood beside 
the "Teaching of the Lord by the twelve Apostles", without 
being connected with it, and only obtained such connection 
by the creation of the New Testament, that is, by the interpola- 
tion of the Acts of the Apostles, between Gospels and Epistles. * 

§ 3. The Main Articles of Christianity and the Conceptions 

of Salvation. Eschatology. 

I. The main articles of Christianity were (i) belief in Grod the 
Itwirviqy and in the Son in virtue of proofs from prophecy, and the 

1 See Papias and the Reliq. Presbyter, ap. Iren., coUecta in Patr. 0pp. I. 2. 
p. 105: see also Zahn, Forschungen. III., p. 156 f. 

2 The Gentile-Christian conception of the significance of the twelve — a fact 
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teaching of the Lord as attested by the Apostles ; (2) discipline 
according to the standard of the words of the Lord; (3) baptism; 

to be specially noted — was all but unanimous (see above Chap. II): the only 
one who broke through it was Marcion. The writers of Asia Minor, Rome and 
Egypt coincide in this point. Beside the Acts of the Apostles, which is specially 
instructive, see i. Clem. 42; Bam. 5. 9, 8. 3; Didache inscr.; Hermas, Vis. 
III. 5, 11; Sim. IX. 15, 16, 17, 25; Petrusev-Petrusapok. Pned. Petri, ap. Clem. 
Strom. VI. 6. 48 ; Ignat. ad Trail. 3 ; ad Rom. 4 ; ad Philad. 5 ; Papias ; Polyc. : 
Aristides ; Justin passim ; inferences from the great work of Irenseus, the works, 
of Tertull. and Clem. Alex; the Valentinians. The inference that follows from 
the eschatological hope, that the Gospel has already been preached to the world, 
and the growing need of having a tradition mediated by eye-witnesses co-operated 
here, and out of the twelve who were in great part obscure, but who had once 
been authoritative in Jerusalem and Palestine, and highly esteemed in the Christian 
Diaspora from the beginning, though unknown, created a court of appeal, which 
presented itself as not only taking a second rank after the Lord himself, but 
as the medium through which alone the words of the Lord became the posses- 
sion of Christendom, as he neither preached to the nations nor left writings. The 
importance of the twelve in the main body of the Church may at any rate be 
measured by the facts, that the personal activity of Jesus was confined to Palestine, 
that he left behind him neither a confession nor a doctrine, and that in this 
respect the tradition tolerated no more corrections. Attempts which were made 
in this direction, the fiction of a semi-Gentile origin of Christ, the denial of 
the Davidic Sonship, the invention of a correspondence between Jesus and Abgarus, 
meetings of Jesus with Greeks, and much else, belong only in part to the earliest 
period, and remained as really inoperative as they were uncertain (according to 
Clem. Alex. Jesus himself is the Apostle to the Jews ; the twelve are the Apostles 
to the Gentiles in Euseb. H. E. VI. 14). The notion about the twelve Apostles 
evangelising the world in accordance with the commission of Jesus, is consequently to 
be considered as the means by which the Gentile Christians got rid of the inconvenient 
fact of the merely local activity of Jesus (compare how Justin expresses himself 
about the Apostles: their going out into all the world is to him one of the 
main articles predicted in the Old Testament, Apol. i. 39; compare also the 
Apology of Aristides c. 2, and the passage of similar tenor in the Ascension 
of Isaiah where the ^^adventus Xll discipulorum ** is regarded as one of the fundamen- 
tal facts of salvation, c. 3. 13, ed. Dillmann p. 13, and a passage such as Iren. 
fragm. XXIX in Harvey II, p. 494, where the parable about the grain of mus- 
tard seed is applied to the A^oc iTFovpAvtoQ, and the twelve Apostles; the 
Apostles are the branches 1?^* iSv KX^iuv nuvrewUvrtQ of frdvrt^ «c 'SpvMa Cxi 
HmAtkv 9'WtA$6vra lUriJM^ ri|c f^ ahrSv Tpofp%0/iAiyifC iiuiifiov ko^ CTOvpov/ov 
Tfo^^. HippoL, de Antichr. 61. Orig. c. Cels. III. 28). This means, as it was 
empty of contents, was very soon to prove the most convenient instrument for 
establishing ever new historical connections, and legitimising the status quo in 
the communities. Finally, the whole catholic idea of tradition was rooted in 
that statement which was already, at the close of the first century, formulated 
by Clement of Rome (c. 42): of iWo-roAoi ^fuv olniiyyoA.h^rcn &Td roO Kvp/ov 
*hloroG XpirroC, 'LivoCq 6 x^<^rdc i^d roO UoO i|fW/u4tfif. 6 %pirrdc oZv ivd roO 
UoO, nai of iir6vroXot kifl rod Xptvroti' kyhovro olv dtfi^npti titrdttTUQ hx diA^- 
luero^ BioC ktA. Here, as in all similar statements which elevate the Apostles 
into the history of revelation, the unanimity of all the Apostles is always 
presupposed, so that the statement of Clem. Alex. (Strom. VII, 17, 108: 
fjUa If 9ribr«y yfyovi rSiv it^orrSKotv U^mp hiarHa?Ja o^rm^ ii ttdt ^ Tap^o^iQ; 
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(4) the common offering of prayer, culminating in the Lord's 
Supper and the holy meal; (5) the sure hope of the nearness 

see Tertull., de prsescr. 32: ^^Apostoli non diver sa inter se docuenmt,'* Iren. 
alii), contains no innovation, but gives expression to an old idea. That the 
twelve unitedly proclaimed one and the same message, that they proclaimed it 
to the world, that they were chosen to this vocation by Christ, that the 
communities possess the witness of the Apostles as their rule of conduct 
.{Excerp. ex Theod. 25. Uomp J^d r4Fy ^Mtn if yiviviQ houutrcu, oVthq vwi tSv 
iworrdAmv ^ iifayiwiio'ii), are authoritative theses which can be traced back 
as far as we have any remains of Gentile-Christian literature. It was thereby 
presupposed that the unanimous kerygma of the twelve Apostles which the 
communities possess as acovi^y rifc ieapeiZ6v9m^ (i Clem. 7) was public and 
accessible to all. Yet the idea does not seem to have been everywhere 
kept at a distance, that besides the kerygma a still deeper knowledge was trans- 
mitted by the Apostles, or by certain Apostles, to particular Christians who 
were specially gifted. Of course we have no direct evidence of this; but the 
connection in which certain Gnostic unions stood at the beginning with the 
communities developing themselves to Catholicism, and inferences from utterances 
of later writers (Clem. Alex., Tertull.), make it probable that this conception 
was present in the communities here and there even in the age of the so-called 
Apostolic Fathers. It may be definitely said that the peculiar idea of tradition 
{U6^ — Xpto'Tiq — oi iAiixa iTSaToAoi — ixKMia-fcu) in the Gentile Churches is very 
old, but that it was still limited in its significance at the beginning, and was 
threatened (i) by a wider conception of the idea ^^ Apostle" (besides, the fact is 
important, that Asia Minor and Rome were the very places where a stricter 
idea of ^ Apostle " made its appearance : See my Edition of the Didache p. 1 17) ; (2) 
by free prophets and teachers moved by the Spirit, who introduced new con- 
ceptions and rules, and whose word was regarded as the word of God (3); by 
the assumption, not always definitely rejected, that besides the public tradition 
of the kerygma there was a secret tradition. That Paul, as a rule, was not in- 
cluded in this high estimate of the Apostles is shewn by this fact, among others, 
that the earlier Apocryphal Acts of the Apostles are much less occupied with 
his person than with the rest of the Apostles. The features of the old legends 
which make the Apostles in their deeds, their fate, nay, even in appearance as 
far as possible equal to the person of Jesus himself, deserve special consideration, 
(see, for example, the descent of the Apostles into hell in Herm. Sim. IX. 16); 
for it is just here that the fact above established, that the activity of the 
Apostles was to make up for the want of the activity of Jesus himself among the nations 
stands clearly out. Tsee Acta Johannis ed.Zahn, p. 246: 6 1 jeAf{<(/A<v0c ^^{c §1^ iworroA^v 
f 0v9y, 6 itififiii^a^ >if^C <^C 'r^y oltcovfuvitv 6t6Q, 6 Btfj^uQ ictvTd¥ hk rA¥ iirov^oXAv, also 
the remarkable declaration of Origen about the Chronicle of Phlegon [Hadrian], that 
what holds good of Christ, is in that Chronicle transferred to Peter; finally we 
may recall to mind the visions in which an Apostle suddenly appears as Christ). 
Between the judgment of value: ^t*^'iQ tou^ ^xoct6Xouq iwoitx^l*'^^ ^Q Xptrrhv, 
and those creations of fancy in which the Apostles appear as gods and demi- 
gods, there is certainly a great interval; but it can be proved that there are 
stages lying between these extreme points. It is therefore permissible to call to 
mind here the oldest Apocryphal Acts of the Apostles, although they may have 
originated almost completely in Gnostic circles (see also the Pistis Sophia which 
brings a metaphysical theory to the establishment of the authority of the Apos- 
tles, p. II. 14, see Texte u. Unters. VII. 2. p. 61 ff.). Gnosticism here, as fre- 
quently elsewhere, is related to common Christianity, as excess pzY>gressing to 
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of Christ's glorious kingdom. In these appears the unity of 
Christendom, that is, of the Church which possesses the Holy 
Spirit. ^ On the basis of this unity Christian knowledge was 
free and manifold. It was distinguished as ao^U^ ffuvi^ig, 
hivTiifi^j ypQffig (ray itxaiuf^rvv), from the ^iyof Ssou rij^ TFlorna^j 
the K^fjffig r9^ iirayyeXlag, and the lvTo?^a) r^^ iti»x^^ (Barn. 
16. 9, similarly Hermas). Perception and knowledge of Divine 
things was a Charism possessed only by individuals, but like 
all Charisms it was to be used for the good of the whole. 
In so far as every actual perception was a perception pro- 
duced by the Spirit, it was regarded as important and indubi- 
table truth, even though some Christians were unable to under- 
stand it. While attention was given to the firm inculcation 

the invention of a myth with a tendency, to a historical theorem determined 
by the effort to maintain one*s own position (cf. the article from the kerygma 
of Peter in Clem. Strom. VI. 6. 48: 'E(ffA«{<(^ifv Jft32c iAiina ftahrrk^ ttrX. the 
introduction to the basal writing of the first 6 books of the Apostolic Constitu- 
tions, and the introduction to the Egyptian ritual, Kotrit xikivviv roV xvf/ov ^fiSv 
icrA.). Besides, it must be admitted that the origin of the idea of tradition and 
its connection with the twelve, is obscure : what is historically reliable here has 
still to be investigated; even the work of Seufert (Der Urspr. u. d. Bedeutung 
des Apostolats in der christl. Kirche der ersten zwei Jahrhunderte, 1887) has 
not cleared up the dark points. We will, perhaps, get more light by following 
the important hint given by Weizsacker (Apost. Age. p. 13 ff.). that Peter was 
the first witness of the resurrection and was called such in the kerygma of the 
communities (see i. Cor. XV. 5: Luke XXIV. 34). The twelve Apostles are 
also further called 0/ ^npi rdv Utrpbv (Mrc. fin. in L. Ign. ad Smym. 3 ; cf. 
Luke VIII. 45; Acts II. 14; Gal. I, 18 f.; i.Cor. XV. 5), and it is a correct histor- 
ical reminiscence when Chrysostom says (Hom. in Joh. 88), nirpoQ tKKpiroQ 
^v rfiy AfFOo^rSXmv Hot o^6fi» riSv fia^ifT&v xa) xopv^ toV x^P^^- Now, as Peter was 
really in personal relation with important Gentile-Christian communities, that 
which held good of him, the recognized head and spokesman of the twelve, was 
perhaps transferred to these. One has finally to remember, that besides the appeal 
to the twelve there was in the Gentile Churches an appeal to Peter and Paul 
(but not for the evangelic kerygma\ which has a certain historical justification ; 
cf. Gal. II. 8; i. Cor. I. 12 f. IX. 5; i. Clem. 5; Ign. ad Rom. 4, and the nu- 
merous later passages. Paul in claiming equality with Peter, though Peter was 
the head and mouth of the twelve and had himself been active in mission work, 
has perhaps contributed most towards spreading the authority of the twelve. 
It is notable how rarely we find any special appeal to John in the tradition 
of the main body of the Church. For the middle of the 2nd century, the 
authority of the twelve Apostles may be expressed in the following statements: 
(i) They were missionaries for the world; (2) They ruled the Church and 
established Church Offices; (3) They guaranteed the true doctrine, (a) by the 
tradition going back to them, (b) by writings ; (4) They are the ideals of Christian 
life ; (5) They are also directly mediators of salvation — though this point is uncertain. 
I See ^tictx^' c* 1*1 0) w^^ parallel passages. 
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and observance of the moral precepts of Christ, as well as to 
the awakening of sure faith in Christ, and while all waverings 
and differences were excluded in respect of these, (there was 
absolutely no current doctrine of faith in the communities, in 
the sense of a completed theory, and the theological specula- 
tions of even closely related Christian writers of this epoch, 
exhibit the greatest differences. *) The productions of fancy, 
the terrible or consoling pictures of the future pass for sacred 
knowledge, just as much as intelligent and sober reflections, 
and edifying interpretation of Old Testament sayings. Even 
that which was afterwards separated as Dogmatic and Ethics 
was then in no way distinguished. * ) The communities gave 
expression in the cultus, chiefly in the hymps and prayers, 
to what they possessed in their God and their Christ; here 
sacred formulae were fashioned and delivered to the members. * 
The problem of surrendering the world in the hope of a life 
beyond, was regarded as the practical side of the faith, and 
the unity in temper and disposition resting on faith in the 
saving revelation of God in Christ, permitted the highest degree 
of freedom in knowledge, the results of which were absolutely 
without control as soon as the preacher or the writer was 
recognised as a true teacher, that is, inspired by the Spirit 
of God. * There was also in wide circles a conviction that 



1 Cf., for example, the first epistle of Clement to the Corinthians with the 
Shepherd of Hermas. Both documents originated in Rome. 

2 Compare how dogmatic and ethical elements are inseparably united in the 
Shepherd, in first and second Clement, as well as in Polycarp and Justin. 

3 Note the hymnal parts of the Revelation of John, the great prayer with 
which the first epistle of Clement closes, the ^^ carmen dicere Christo quasi deo,^* 
reported by Pliny, the eucharist prayer in the ^tlax^% the hymn i. Tim. III. i6: 
the fragments from the prayers which Justin quotes, and compare with these the 
declaration of the anonymous writer in Euseb. H. £. V. 28. 5, that the belief of 
the earliest Christians in the Deity of Christ might be proved from the old 
Christian hymns and odes. In the epistles of Ignatius the theology frequently 
consists of an aimless stringing together of articles manifestly originating in hymns 
and the cultus. 

4 The prophet and teacher express what the Spirit of God suggests to 
them. Their word is therefore God^s word, and their writings, in so far as they 
apply to the whole of Christendom, are inspired, holy writings. Further, not 
only does Acts XV, 22 f. exhibit the formula; lf^o{ffy r{& irtwO^um r^ iiy(t^ luti 
fiiuv (see similar passages in the Acts), but the Roman writings also appeal to 
the Holy Spirit (i. Clem. 63. 2): likewise Barnabas, Ignatius, etc. Even in the 
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the Christian faith, after the night of error, included the full , 
knowledge of everything worth knowing, that precisely in its 
most important articles it is accessible to men of every degree ' 
of culture, and that in it, in the now attained truth, is con- 
tained one of the most essential blessings of Christianity. When 
it is said in the Epistl e of Barnabas (11. 2. 3) ; r^jg irhnag 
^fiSiv tla)v fiotiio) (pifioq xa) vTFOfAOvii, ra H 0't;/S(6/x«%ot;yr« iifAJv 
fietxpoSufila xx) fyxpirux' tovtcsv fAivivroiv rot xphg xiptov iyym^ 
ffuv€v0pxlvovTxi auTOtg ao^la^ auvivig^ linvTiifDi, p^voio'/^, (knowledge 
appears in this classic formula to be an essential element in ^ 
Christianity, conditioned by faith, and the practical virtues, 
and dependent on them.] Faith takes the lead, knowledge 
follows it: but of course in concrete cases it could not always 
be decided what was ^iyeg riig rhrtug, which implicitly con- 
tained the highest knowledge, and what the special yviatg; 
for in the last resort the nature of the two was regarded as 
identical, both being represented as produced by the Spirit 
of God. 

2. The conceptions of Christian salvation, or of redemp- 
tion, were grouped around two ideas, which were themselves 
but loosely connected with each other, and of which the one 
influenced more the temper and the imagination, the other 
the intellectual faculty. ( On the one hand, salvation, in accord- 
ance with the earliest preaching, was regarded as the glorious 
kingdom which was soon to appear on earth with the visible return 
of Christ, which will bring the present course of the world ^ 
to an end, and introduce for a definite series of centuries, 
before the final judgment, a new order of all things to the 
joy and blessedness of the saints. * In connection with this, ^ 

controversy about the baptfsm of heretics a Bishop gave his vote with the formula : 
^secundum rootum animi mei et spiritus sancti** (^ypi'* OpP* ^d* Hartel, i. p. 457). 
I The so^alled Chiliasm — the designation is unsuitable and misleading — is 
found wherever the Gospel is not yet Hellenised (see, for example, Bam. 4. 15; 
Hennas; 2. Clem.; Papias [Euseb. III. 39]; hii»x^- 10. 16; Apoc. Petri; Jus- 
tin, Dial. 32, 51, 80, 81, no, 113, 139; Cerinthus) and must be regarded as 
a main element of the Christian preaching (see my article ^^ Millenium" in the 
Encycl. Brit.). In it lay not the least of the power of Christianity in the first 
century, and the means whereby it entered the Jewish propaganda in the Em- 
pire and surpassed it. The hopes springing out of Judaism were at first but 
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the hope of the resurrection of the body occupied the fore- 
little modified, that is, only so far as the substitution of the Christian commu- 
nities for the nation of Israel made modification necessary. In all else, even 
the details of the Jewish hopes of the future were retained, and the extra-canon- 
ical Jewish Apocalypses (Esra, Enoch, Baruch, Moses, etc.) were diligently 
read alongside of Daniel. Their contents were in part joined on to sayings 
of Jesus, and they served as models for similar productions (here, therefore, an 
enduring connection with the Jewish religion is very plain). In the Christian 
hopes of the future, as in the Jewish eschatology, may be distinguished essen- 
tial and accidental, fixed and fluid elements. To the former belong (i) the 
notion of a final fearful conflict with the powers of the world which is just 
about to break out (rd rsXttov axdvistXov i^Ty/xfy), (2) belief in the speedy re- 
turn of Christ, (3) the conviction that after conquering the secular power (this 
was variously conceived, as God's Ministers, as " that which restrains " — 2 Thess. 
II. 6, as a pure kingdom of Satan ; see the various estimates in Justin, Melito, 
Irenseus and Hyppolytus), Christ will establish a glorious kingdom on the earth, 
and will raise the saints to share in that kingdom, and (4) that he will finally 
judge all men. To the fluid elements belong the notions of the Antichrist, or 
of the secular power culminating in the Antichrist, as well as notions about 
the place, the extent, and the duration of Christ's glorious kingdom. But it is 
worthy of special note, that Justin regarded the belief that Christ will set up 
his kingdom in Jerusalem, and that it will endure for 1000 years as a neces- 
sary element of orthodoxy, though he confesses he knew Christians who did not 
share this belief, while they did not, like the pseudo-Christians, reject also the 
resurrection of the body (the promise of Montanus that Christ's kingdom would 
be let down at Pepuza and Tymion is a thing by itself, and answers to the 
other promises and pretensions of Montanus). The resurrection of the body 
is expressed in the Roman Symbol, while, very notably, the hope of Christ's 
earthly kingdom is not there mentioned, (see above p. 157.) The great inheri- 
tance which the Gentile Christian communities received from Judaism, is the 
eschatological hopes, along with the Monotheism assured by revelation and belief 
in providence. The law as a national law was abolished. The Old Testament 
became a new book in the hands of the Gentile Christians. On the contrary, 
the eschatological hopes in all their details, and with all the deep shadows which 
they threw on the state and public life, were at first received, and maintained 
themselves in wide circles pretty much unchanged, and only succumbed in 
some of their details — just as in Judaism — to the changes which resulted from 
the constant change of the political situation. But these hopes were also destined 
in grreat measure to pass away after the settlement of Christianity on Graeco- 
Roman soil. We may set aside the fact that they did not occupy the foreground 
in Paul, for we do not know whether this was of importance for the period 
that followed. But that Christ would set up the kingdom in Jerusalem, and 
that it would be an earthly kingdom with sensuous enjoyments — these and other 
notions contend, on the onehand, with the vigorous an tijudaism of the communities, 
and on the other, with the moralistic spiritualism, in the pure carrying out of 
which the Gentile Christians, in the East at least, increasingly recognised the 
essence of Christianity. Only the vigorous world-renouncing enthusiasm which 
did not permit the rise of moralistic spiritualism and mysticism, and the longing 
for a time of joy and dominion that was bom of it, protected for a long time 
a series of ideas which corresponded to the spiritual disposition of the great 
multitude of converts, only at times of special oppression. Moreover, the Christians, 
in opposition to Judaism, were, as a rule, instructed to obey magistrates whose 
establishment directly contradicted the judgment of the state contained in the 
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ground. 1 On the other hand, salvation appeared to be given 
in the truth, that is, in the complete and certain knowledge 
of God, as contrasted with the error of heathendom and the 
night of sin, and this truth included the certainty of the gift 



Apocalypses. In such a conflict, however, that judgment necessarily conquers 
at last, which makes as little change as possible in the existing forms of life. A 
history of the gradual attenuation and subsidence of eschatological hopes in the 
II-IV centuries can only by written in fragments. They have rarely — at best, by 
fits and starts — marked out the course. On the contrary, if I may say so, they 
only gave the smoke: for the course was pointed out by the abiding elements 
of the Gospel, trust in God and the Lord Christ, the resolution to a holy life, 
and a firm bond of brotherhood. The quiet, gradual change in which the 
eschatological hopes passed away, fell into the background, or lost important parts, 
was, on the other hand, a result of deep-reaching changes in the faith and life 
of Christendom. Chiliasm as a power was broken up by speculative mysticism, 
and on that account very much later in the West than in the East. But speculative 
mysticism has its centre in christology. In the earliest period, this, as a theory, 
belonged more to the defence of religion than to religion itself. Ignatius alone 
was able to reflect on that transference of power from Christ which Paul had 
experienced. The disguises in which the apocalyptic eschatological prophecies 
were set forth, belonged in part to the form of this literature, (in so far as one 
could easily be given the lie if he became too plain, or in so far as the prophet 
really saw the future only in large outline), partly it had to be chosen in order 
not to give political offence. See Hippol., comm. in Daniel (Georgiades, p. 49, 
5 1 : yof7y i^/xofin rk xarh xatph cviifiafwwra nai gUdra^ vimieiv) ; but, above all, 
Constantine, orat. ad. s. coetum 19, on some verses of Virgil which are interpreted 
in a Christian sense, ^^but that none of the rulers in the capital might be able 
to accuse their author of violating the laws of the state with his poetry, or of 
destroying the traditional ideas of the procedure about the gods, he concealed 
the truth under a veil." That holds good also of the Apocalyptists and the 
poets of the Christian Sibylline sayings. 

I The hope of the resurrection of the body (i. Clem. 26. 3: k*mTriT9t% r^v 
vApsm iiov rff^nfy. Herm. Sim. V. 7. 2 : fixim iitjwort Avmfif M ri^v tutpifrnv row 
rjfv vdpica o'ov reiCrnv ^afriiv f7v4u. Bam. 5. 6f.: 21. i: 2 Clem. 9. i: xfti fti) 
AMyirm ric ^/iAv Vri atmi i^ 9kp% ob xpfvtreu oVii Mvrartu, Polyc. Ep. 7. 2: 
Justin, Dial. 80 etc.,) finds its place originally in the hope of a share in the 
glorious kingdom of Christ. It therefore disappears or is modified wherever that 
hope itself falls into the background. But it finally asserted itself throughout 
and became of independent importance, in a new structure of eschatological 
expectations, in which it attained the significance of becoming the specific con- 
viction of Christian faith. With the hope of the resurrection of the body was 
originally connected the hope of a happy life in easy blessedness, under green 
trees in magnificent fields with joyous feeding flocks, and flying angels clothed in 
white. One must read the Revelation of Peter, the Shepherd, or the Acts of 
Perpetua and Felicitas, in order to see how entirely the fancy of many 
Christians, and not merely of those who were uncultured, dwelt in a fairyland 
in which they caught sight, now of the Ancient of days, and now of the 
Youthful Shepherd, Christ. The most fearful delineations of the torments of Hell 
formed the reverse side to this. We now know, through the Apocalypse of Peter, 
how old these delineations are. 



l^ 



170 HISTORY OF DOGMA [Chap. hi. 

of eternal life, and all conceivable spiritual blessings. 1 Of 
these the community, so far as it is a community of saints, 
that is, so far as it is ruled by the Spirit of God, already 
possesses forgiveness of sins and righteousness. But, as a rule, 
neither blessing was understood in a strictly religious sense, that 
is to say, the effect of their religious sense was narrowed. 
(The moralistic view, in which eternal life is the wages and 
reward of a perfect moral life wrought out essentially by one*s 
own power, took the place of first importance at a very early 
period.] COn this view, according to which the righteousness 
of God is revealed in punishment and reward alike, the for- 
giveness of sin only meant a single remission of sin in con- 
nection with entrance into the Church by baptism, *) and 

1 The perfect knowledge of the truth fend eternal life are connected in the 
closest way (see p. 144, note i) because the Father of truth is also Prince of 
life (see Diognet. 12: ohi\ ykp t^Mii Uvtv yvtivtm^ ohil yvBvi^ ^tf'^Aifc 2^ffv {^mIJc 
iAiftfffOc* ^id 9rAiy0-/0y hxdrtpov wt^CrtvreUt see also what follows). The classification 
is a Hellenic one, which has certainly penetrated also into Palestinian Jewish 
theology. It may be reckoned among the great intuitions, which in the fulness 
of the times, united the religious and reflective minds of all nations. The Pauline 
formula, ^^ Where there is forgiveness of sin, there also is life and salvation", 
had for centuries no distinct history. But the formula, ^^ Where there is 
truth, perfect knowledge, there also is eternal life", has had the richest history 
in Christendom from the beginning. Quite apart from John, it is older than 
the theology of the Apologists (see, for example, the Supper prayer in the 
Didache 9. 10, where there is no mention of the forgiveness of sin, but thanks 
are given, ihr^p t9c yytuvtmQ iteti irivrtm^ xkt M»v»9(aQ ifc iy)f»pi9iv ^fuv 6 $tb^ iik 
'Iif0'00, or ihrip TfiQ ^«^c K«i yvAa-euQ, and I. Clem. 36. 2: hh rot/ro i|6i^^o'n 6 
itTT^Q T{fc i^avdrov yv»T9m^ ^f^ic yt^raoim). It is capable of a very manifold 
content, and has never made its way in the Church without reservations, but so 
far as it has we may speak of a hellenising of Christianity. This is shewn 
most clearly in the fact that the iAmavta^ identical with it^apvtet and t^mi ailmto^^ 
as is proved by their being often interchanged, gradually supplanted the ficwt^glct 
ToV UoO (xfif^fo^, and thrust it out of the sphere of religious intuition and 
hope into that of religions speech. It should also be noted, at the same time, 
that in the hope of eternal life which is bestowed with the knowledge of the 
truth, the resurrection of the body is by no means with certainty included. It 
is rather added to it (see above) from another series of ideas. Conversely, the 
words {"m^v almio¥ were first added to the words vmpk^^ SnAvrxvtv in the western 
Symbols, at a comparatively late period, while in the prayers they are certainly 
very old. 

2 Even the assumption of such a remission is fundamentally in contradiction 
with moralism; but that solitary remission of sin was not called in question, 
was rather regarded as distinctive of the new religion, and was established by 
an appeal to the omnipotence and special goodness of God, which appears just 
in the calling of sinners. In this calling, grace as grace is exhausted (Bam. 5. 
9 ] 2. Clem. 2. 4-7). But this grace itself seems to be annuUed, inasmuch as 
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righteousness became identical with virtue. The idea is indeed 
still operative, especially in the oldest Gentile-Christian wri- 
tings known to us, that sinlessness rests upon a new creation 
(regeneration) which is effected in baptism ; * but, so far as 
dissimilar eschatological hopes do not operate, it is everywhere 
in danger of being supplanted by the other idea which main- 
tains that there is no other blessing in the Gospel than the 
perfect truth and eternal life. All else is but a sum of obli- 
gations in which the Gospel is presented as a new law. The 
christianising of the Old Testament supported this conception. 
There was indeed an opinion that the Gospel, even so far as 
it is a law, comprehends a gift of salvation which is to be 
grasped by faith {vifioi lytu fyySu iviyxti^y * vifiog r. iXiuttplatq * 
Christ himself the law) ; ^ but this notion, as it is obscure in 
itself, was also an uncertain one and was gradually lost. Fur- 

the sins committed before baptism were regarded as having been committed in 
a state of ignorance (Tertull. de bapt. I: delicta pristinse csecitatis), on account 
of which it seemed worthy of God to forgive them, that is, to accept the repent- 
ance which followed on the ground of the new knowledge. So considered, every- 
thing, in point of fact, amounts to the gracious gift of knowledge, and the mem- 
ory of the saying, ^^ Jesus receiveth sinners", is completely obscured. But the 
tradition of this saying and many like it, and above all, the religious instinct, 
where it was more powerfully stirred, did not permit a consistent development 
of that moralistic conception. See for this. Hennas, Sim. V. 7. 3 : xtfH rUv wpo' 
ripM¥ ifyyottfidranf rijk $t^ f*^^ iwardv 'iaviv ioCvew etitroC yitp Ivrt x&va ij^ovo'/a, 
Praed. Petri ap. Clem. Strom. VI. 6. 48 : ffra Iv Jtyvoffi r<c I'fiAv iwo/tiriv fi^ ilO^^ 
vcupa^ rdv 0fdv, fikv fTiyvo^c firrmve^o'^, xAvra airr^ i^^fljtrtTeu r^ ifJUtpnlJiiaTct. 
Aristides, Apol. 17: ^^The Christians offer prayers (for the unconverted Greeks), 
that they may be converted from their error. But when one of them is con- 
verted he is ashamed before the Christians of the works which he has done. 
And he confesses to God, saying : ^ I have done these things in ignorance.* And he 
cleanses his heart, and his sins are forgiven him, because he had done them in 
ignorance, in the earlier period when he mocked and jeered at the true know- 
ledge of the Christians." Exactly the same in Tertull. de pudic. 10. init. The 
statement of this same writer (i. c. fin), ^^Cessatio delicti radix est veniae, ut 
venia sit psenitentiae fructus", is a pregnant expression of the conviction of the 
earliest Gentile Christians. 

1 This idea appears with special prominence in the Epistle of Barnabas 
(see 6. II. 14); the new formation (ivonrAia-tf-ffy) results through the forgiveness 
of sin. In the moralistic view the forgiveness of sin is the result of the renewal 
that is spontaneously brought about on the grround of knowledge shewing itself 
in penitent feeling. 

2 Bam. 2. 6, and my notes on the passage. 

3 James. I. 25. 

4 Hermas. Sim. VIII. 3. 2; Justin Dial. II. 43; Praed. Petri in Clem^ Strom. 
L 29. 182; II. 15. 68. 
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ther, by the "law" was frequently meant in the first place, 
not the law of love, but the commandments of ascetic holi- 
ness, or an explanation and a turn were given to the law of 
love, according to which it is to verify itself above all in 
asceticism. ^ 

The expression of the contents of the Gospel in the concepts 
hetyyiXla (^«^ etl&vm) yvZaic (iXtiiila), vi/AO^ (fyxpirsta), seemed 
quite as plain as it was exhaustive, and the importance of 
faith which was regarded as the basis of hope and knowledge 
and obedience in a holy life, was at the same time in every 
respect perceived. * 

Supplement i. — The moralistic view of sin, forgiveness of 
t^ sin, and righteousness, in Clement, Barnabas, Polycarp and 
Ignatius, gives place to Pauline formulae; but the uncertainty 
with which these are reproduced, shews that the Pauline idea 
has not been clearly seen, f In Hermas, however, and in the 
second Epistle of Clement, the consciousness of being under 
grace, even after baptism, almost completely disappears behind 
the demand to fulfil the tasks which baptism imposes. * The 
idea that serious sins, in the case of the baptised, no longer 
should or can be forgiven, except under special circumstances, 
appears to have prevailed in wide circles, if not everywhere. » 

1 Didache c. I, and my notes on the passage (Prolegg. p. 45 f.). 

2 The concepts Wtpyynhia^ yvOa^tQ, v6f*0Q, form the Triad on which the later 
catholic conception of Christianity is based, though it can be proved to have 
been in existence at an earlier period. That wivrt^ must everywhere take the 
lead was mndoubted, though we must not think of the Pauline idea of ^ivn^. 
When the Apostolic Fathers reflect upon faith, which, however, happens only 
incidentally, they mean a holding for true of a sum of holy traditions, and 
obedience to them, along with the hope that their consoling contents will yet 
be fully revealed. But Ignatius speaks like a Christian who knows what he 
possesses in faith in Christ, that is, in confidence in him. In Bam. I: Polyc. 
£p. 2, we find ^^ faith, hope, love"; in Ignatius, ^^ faith and love". TertuUian, 
in an excellent exposition, has shewn how far patience is a temper correspond- 
ing to Christian faith (see besides the Epistle of James). 

3 See Lipsius De Clementis. R. ep. ad. Cor. priore disquis. 1855. It would 
be in point of method inadmissible to conclude from the fact, that in i. Clem. 
Pauline formulae are relatively most faithfully produced, that Gentile Christianity 
generally understood Pauline theology at first, but gradually lost this under- 
standing in the course of two generations. 

4 Formally : T^pnvcerB rifv vApnet iyv^v tuu rifv v^payl^et ^wtXov 2 Clem. 8. 6.) 

5 Hennas (Mand. IV. 3) and Justin presuppose it. Hermas of course sought 
and found a way of meeting the results of that idea which were threatening 
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It reveals the earnestness of those early Christians and their 
elevated sense of freedom and power ; but it might be united 
either with the highest moral intensity, or with a lax judg- 
ment on the little sins of the day. The latter, in point of 
fact, threatened to become more and more the presupposition 
and result of that idea — for there exists here a fatal recip- 
rocal action. 

Supplement 2. — The realisation of salvation — as /3«0-iaW« 
TQu itou and as i^iotpvloL — l^eing expected from the future, 
the whole present possession of salvation might be compre- 
hended under the title of vocation (xA^o'i^): see, for example, 
the second Epistle of Clement. In this sense gnosis itself 
was regarded as something only preparatory. 

Supplement 3. — In some circles the Pauline formula about 
righteousness and salvation by faith alone, must, it would ap- 
pear not infrequently, (as already in the Apostolic age itself) 
have been partly misconstrued, and partly taken advantage 
of as a cloak for laxity. Those who resisted such a disposi- 
tion, and therefore also the formula in the post-Apostolic age, 
shew indeed by their opposition how little they have hit 
upon or understood the Pauline idea of faith: for they not 
only issued the watchword "faith and works" (though the 
Jewish ceremonial law was not thereby meant), but they ad- 
mitted, and not only hypothetically, that one might have the 
true faith, even though in his case that faith remained dead 
or united with immorality. See, above all, the Epistle of 
James and the Shepherd of Hermas; though the first Epistle 
of John comes also into consideration (III. 7 : " He that doeth 
righteousness is righteous"). 1 

Supplement 4. — However similar the eschatological expec- 
tations of the Jewish Apocalyptists and the Christians may 



the Church with decimation; but he did not question the idea itself. Because 
Christendom is a community of saints which has in its midst the sure salvation, 
all its members — this is the necessary inference — must lead a sinless life. 
I The formula, ^^righteousness by faith alone", was really repressed in the 
second century; but it could not be entirely destroyed: see my Essay. ^^Gesch. 
d. Seligkeit allein durch den Glauben in der alten K." Ztsch. f. Theol. u. Kirche. 
I. pp. 82-105. 
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seem, there is yet in one respect an important difference 
between them. The uncertainty about the final consummation 
was first set aside by the Gospel. It should be noted as 
highly characteristic of the Jewish hopes of the future, even 
of the most definite, how the beginning of the end, that is, 
the overthrow of the world-powers and the setting up of the 
earthly kingdom of God, was much more certainly expressed 
than the goal and the final end. Neither the general judg- 
ment, nor what we, according to Christian tradition, call 
heaven and hell, should be described as a sure possession of 
Jewish faith in the primitive Christian period. It is only in 
the Gospel of Christ, where everything is subordinated to 
the idea of a higher righteousness and the union of the indi- 
vidual with God, that the general judgment and the final 
condition after it are the clear, firmly grasped goal of all 
meditation. No doctrine has been more surely preserved in 
the convictions and preaching of believers in Christ than 
this. Fancy might roam ever so much and, under the direc- 
tion of the tradition, thrust bright and precious images between 
the present condition and the final end, the main thing con- 
tinued to be the great judgment of the world, and the certainty 
that the saints would go to God in heaven, the wicked to 
hell. But while the judgment, as a rule, was connected with the 
Person of Jesus himself, (see the Romish Symbol : the words 
f^iTtii Zdvruv xa) vixpuv, were very frequently applied to Christ 
in the earliest writings), the moral condition of the individual, 
and the believing recognition of the Person of Christ were 
put in the closest relation. The Gentile Christians held firmly 
to this. Open the Shepherd, or the second Epistle of Clement, 
or any other early Christian writing, and you will find that 
the judgment, heaven and hell, are the decisive objects. But 
that shews that the moral character of Christianity as a reli- 
gion is seen and adhered to. The fearful idea of hell, far 
from signifying a backward step in the history of the religious 
spirit, is rather a proof of its having rejected the morally 
indifferent point of view, and of its having become sovereign 
in union with the ethical spirit. 
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§ 4. The Old Testament as Source of the Knowledge of Faith. * 

The sayings of the Old Testament, the word of God, were 
believed to furnish inexhaustible material for deeper know- 
ledge. The Christian prophets were nurtured on the Old 
Testament, the teachers gathered from it the revelation of 
the past, present and future (Barn. i. 7), and were therefore 
able as prophets to edify the Churches; from it was further 
drawn the confirmation of the answers to all emergent ques- 
tions, as one could always find in the Old Testament what 
he was in search of. (The different writers laid the holy book 
under contribution in very much the same way; for they 
were all dominated by the presupposition that this book is a 
Christian book, and contains the explanations that are neces- 
sary for the occasion.; There were several teachers, e.g., Bar- 
nabas, who at a very early period boasted of finding in it 
ideas of special profundity and value — these were always an 
expression of the difficulties that were being felt. The plain 
words of the Lord as generally known, did not seem sufficient 
to satisfy the craving for knowledge, or to solve the problems 
that were emerging ; ' their origin and form also opposed 
difficulties at first to the attempt to obtain from them new 
disclosures by re-interpretation. ;But the Old Testament say- 
ings and histories were in part unintelligible, or in their literal 
sense offensive ; / they were at the same time regarded as fun- 

1 The only thorough discussion of the use of the Old Testament by an Apos- 
tolic Father, and of its authority that we possess, is Wrede^s ^*' Untersuchungen 
zum I Clemensbrief" (1891). Excellent preliminary investigations, which, how- 
ever, are not everywhere quite reliable, may be found in Hatches Essays in 
Biblical Greek, 1889. Hatch has taken up again the hypothesis of earlier schol- 
ars, that there were very probably in the first and second centuries systematised 
extracts from the Old Testament (see p. 203-214). The hypothesis is not yet 
quite established (see Wrede, above work, p. 65), but yet it is hardly to be 
rejected. The Jewish catechetical and missionary instruction in the Diaspora 
needed such collections, and their existence seem to be proved by the Christian 
Apologies and the Sybilline books. 

2 It is an extremely important fact, that the words of the Lord were quoted 
and applied in their literal sense (that is chiefly for the statement of Christian mo- 
rality) by Ecclesiastical authors, almost without exception, up to and inclusive 
of Justin. It was different with the theologians of the age, that is the Gnostics, 
and the Fathers from Irenaeus. 
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damental words of God. This furnished the conditions for 
turning them to account in the way we have stated. The 

l/ following are the most important points of view under which 
the Old Testament was used, (i) The Monotheistic cosmology 

^'^ and view of nature were borrowed from it (see, for example, 
I. Clem.). (2) It was used to prove that the appearance and 

fy entire history of Jesus had been foretold centuries, nay, thou- 
sands of years beforehand, and that the founding of a new 
people gathered out of all nations had been predicted and 
prepared for from the very beginning. * {3) It was used as 
a means of verifying all principles and institutions of the 
Christian Church, — the spiritual worship of God without 
images, the abolition of all ceremonial legal precepts, baptism, 
etc. {4) The Old Testament was used for purposes of exhor- 
tation according to the formula a minori ad majus; if God 
then punished and rewarded this or that in such a way, how 



I Justin was not the first to do so, for it had already been done by the so- 
called Barnabas (see especially c. 13) and others. On the proofs from prophecy 
see my Texte und Unters. Bd. I. 3. p. 56-74. The passage in the Praed. Petri 
(Clem. Strom. VI. 15. 128) is very complete: 'Hfif7( avavr/{«yrfc rk^ fi/fiXev^ 2rc 

ovroAf {«! rdv Xptrrdv 'Iif 0'o0y dy0fMr(^^yr«y, t6pofU¥ not Tii¥ irapovviav ahro^ luti rov 
$^aTO¥ xai rdv rravpdv xet^ rk^ KoiirdQ nokAvttQ ipdatt^^^ffaQ kvohivcof alirtj^ oi*lovieuoi^ 
xui r^v 'iytfO'iv xa) r^v ilg oOpavov^ ivAkn^n Tpd roC *ltp9-6^,vfjta xpt^fiveut Ka^^Qtyiypenrro 
rctSrei T^vra U "iiii adriv t»U7¥ xai pur* alrdv & ivrai' roGrst eZv myvdvnQ 
ixtrrt^vctfuv r^ $t^ itk rHv ytypafipiivtiv mIq abr^if. With the help of the Old 
Testament the teachers dated back the Christian religion to the beginning of the 
human race, and joined the preparations for the founding of the Christian 
community with the creation of the world. The Apologists were not the first to 
do so, for Barnabas and Hermas, and before these, Paul, the author of the 
Epistle to the Hebrews, and others had already done the same. This was un- 
doubtedly to the cultured classes one of the most impressive articles in the 
missionary preaching. The Christian religion in this way got a hold which the 
others — with the exception of the Jewish — lacked. But for that very reason, 
we must guard against turning it into a formula, that the Gentile Christians had 
comprehended the Old Testament essentially through the scheme of prediction 
and fulfilment. The Old Testament is certainly the book of predictions, but 
for that very reason the complete revelation of God which needs no additions 
and excludes subsequent changes. The historical fulfilment only proves to the 
world the truth of those revelations. Even the scheme of shadow and reality 
is yet entirely out of sight. In such circumstances the question necessarily 
arises, as to what independent meaning and significance Christ^s appearance could 
have, apart from that confirmation of the Old Testament. But, apart from the 
Gnostics, a surprisingly long time passed before this question was raised, that 
is to say, it was not raised till the time of Irenseus. 
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much more may we expect, who now stand in the last days, 
and have received the x>Si9ib rtj^ hayy»Xi»^. (5) It was proved 
from the Old Testament that the Jewish nation is in error, 
and either never had a covenant with God or has lost it, 
that it has a false apprehension of God's revelations, and there- 
fore has, now at least, no longer any claim to their possession. 
But beyond all this, (6) there were in the Old Testament 
books, above all in the Prophets and in the Psalms, a great 
number of sayings — confessions of trust in God and of help 
received from God, of humility and holy courage, testimonies 
of a world-overcoming faith and words of comfort, love and 
communion — which were too exalted for any cavilling, and 
intelligible to every spiritually awakened mind. Out of this 
treasure which was handed down to the Greeks and Romans, 
the Church edified herself, and in the perception of its riches 
was largely rooted the conviction, that the holy book must 
in every line contain the highest truth. 

The point mentioned under (5) needs, however, further ex- 
planation. The self-consciousness of the Christian community 
of being the people of God, must have been above all ex- 
pressed in its position towards Judaism, whose mere existence 
— even apart from actual assaults — threatened that conscious- 
ness most seriously. A certain antipathy of the Greeks and 
Romans towards Judaism co-operated here with a law of self- '^ ^^ 
preservation. (On all hands, therefore, Judaism as it then existed ' 
was abandoned as a sect judged and rejected by God, as a 
society of hypocrites, ' as a synagogue of Satan, * as a people 
seduced by an evil angel, • I and the Jews were declared to 

1 See Lt^ax^' 8. 

2 See the Revelation of John II. 9: III. 9; but see also the ^^Jews" in the 
Gospels of John and of Peter. The latter exonerates Pilate almost completely, 
and makes the Jews and Herod responsible for the crucifixion. 

3 See Bam. 9. 4. In the second epistle of Clement the Jews are called: 
««o/ JoiwOvTfc "ix^n dfiv," cf. Praed. Petri in Clem., Strom. VI. 5. 41: f*i»^J uark 
*IovMovQ o'ifii9'$r Koi yhp kniivot fi6vei oJdfUvoi rdv Mv yiyvurxttv oIk Itrlvravrcut 
KarfwCom^ iByyikai^ luti ipxayY^^^^* pt^^' ^ o-f AifV)}, jutt hkv fiif tf-iA^vif ^ovfi, 
vAfi^tPTW oIk uyovo't rd Atydfitvov xpArov^ oi^l vtofAtivfav iiyovviv, oltii U^vfia^ elH 
iofTfiv, oltii luydikurf fnUptn. (Cf. Diognet. 34.) Even Justin does not judge the 
Jews more favourably than the Gentiles, but less favourably; see Apol. I. 37, 
39, 43, 44, 47, 53, 60. On the other hand, Aristides (Apol. c. 14, especiidly 
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have no further right to the possession of the Old Testament, 
Opinions differed, however, as to the earlier history of the 
nation and its relation to the true God. While some denied 
that there ever had been a covenant of salvation between God 
and this nation, and in this respect recognised only an inten- 
tion of God, * which was never carried out because of the 
idolatry of the people, others admitted in a hazy way that 
a relation did exist; but even they referred all the promises 
of the Old Testament to the Christian people. * While the 
former saw in the observance of the letter of the law in the 
case of circumcision, sabbath, precepts as to food, etc., a proof 
of the special devilish temptation to which the Jewish people 
succumbed, ' the latter saw in circumcision a sign * given by 
God, and in virtue of certain considerations acknowledged 
that the literal observance of the law was for the time God's 
intention and command, though righteousness never came from 
such observance. Yet even they saw in the spiritual the alone 
true sense, which the Jews had denied, and were of opinion 
that the burden of ceremonies was a paedagogic necessity 
with reference to a people stiff-necked and prone to idolatry, 
i. e,f a defence of monotheism, and gave an interpretation to 
the sign of circumcision which made it no longer a blessing, 
but rather the mark for the execution of judgment on Israel. ^ 

in the Syrian text) is much more friendly disposed to the Jews and recognises 
them more. The words of Pionius against and about the Jews in the ^^Acta 
Pionii," c. 4 are very instructive. 

1 Bam. 4. 6 f.: 14. i f. The author of Prsed. Petri must have had a similar 
view of the matter. 

2 Justin in the Dialogue whith Trypho. 

3 Bam. 9 f. It is a thorough misunderstanding of Barnabas* position towards 
the Old Testament to suppose it possible to pass over his expositions, c. 6-jo, 
as oddities and caprices, and put them aside as indifferent or unmethodical. There 
is nothing here unmethodical and therefore nothing arbitrary. Barnabas* strictly 
spiritual idea of God, and the conviction that all (Jewish) ceremonies are of the 
devil, compel his explanations. These are so little ingenious conceits to Barnabas 
that, but for them, he would have been forced to give up the Old Testament 
altogether. The account, for example, of Abraham having circumcised his slaves, 
would have forced Barnabas to annul the whole authority of the Old Testament 
if he had not succeeded in giving it a particular interpretation. He does this 
by combining other passages of Genesis with the narrative, and then finding in 
it no longer circumcision, but a prediction of the cmcified Christ. 

4 Bam. 9. 6: <&AA* cpci^' xctt /tiifv xiptririJutiTeu 6 Aadc tie 0^p«v7^tf. 

5 See the expositions of Justin in the Dial, (especially, 16, 18, 20, 30, 40- 
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Israel was thus at all times the pseudo-Church. The older " 
people does not in reality precede the younger people, the 
Christians, even in point of time; for though the Church 
appeared only in the last days, it was foreseen and created by 
God from the beginning. The younger people is therefore 
really the older, and the new law rather the original law. * 
The Patriarchs, Prophets, and men of God, however, who were 
favoured with the communication of God's words, have nothing 
inwardly in common with the Jewish people. They are God's 
elect who were distinguished by a holy walk, and must be 
regarded as the forerunners and fathers of the Christian people. ^ 
To the question how such holy men appeared exclusively, or 
almost exclusively, among the Jewish people, the documents 
preserved to us yield no answer. 

§ 5. The Knowledge of God and of the World, Estimate 

of the World. 

The knowledge of faith was, above all, the knowledge of 
God as one, supramundane, spiritual, ' and almighty (T^yrc- • 
xpirup); God is creator and governor of the world and there- 

46); Von Engelhardt, ^ Christenthum Justin's ", p. 429 if. Justin has the three 
estimates side by side, (i) That the ceremonial law was a paedagogic measure 
of God with reference to a stiff-necked people, prone to idolatry. (2) That 
it — like circumcision — was to make the people conspicuous for the execu- 
tion of judgment, according to the Diyine appointment. (3) That in the cere- 
monial legal worship of the Jews is exhibited the special depravity and wicked- 
ness of the nation. But Justin conceived the Decalogue as the natural law of 
reason, and therefore definitely distinguished it from the ceremonial law. 

1 See Ztschr. ftir K. G. I. p. 330 f. 

2 This is the unanimous opinion of all writers of the post-Apostolic age. 
Christians are the true Israel; and therefore all Israel's predicates of honour 
belong to them. They are the twelve tribes, and therefore Abraham, Isaac and 
Jacob, are the Fathers of the Christians. This idea, about which there was no 
wavering, cannot everywhere be traced back to the Apostle Paul. The Old 
Testament men of God were in a certain measure Christians. See Ignat. Magn. 
8. 2 : 0/ wpo^rai nark Xptvrhv ^hivodv 'i^iivM, 

3 God was naturally conceived and represented as corporeal by uncultured 
Christians, though not by these alone, as the later controversies prove (e, ^., 
Orig. contra Melito; see also Tertull. De anima). In the case of the cultured, 
the idea of a corporeality of God may be traced back to Stoic influences; in 
the case of the uncultured, popular ideas co-operated with the sayings of the Old 
Testament literally understood, and the impression of the Apocalyptic images. 
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fore the Lord. ' But as he created the world a beautiful 
ordered whole (monotheistic view of nature) * for the sake 
of man, * he is at the same time the God of goodness and 
redemption {isi^ ^tsriip), and the true faith in God and know- 
ledge of him as the Father, ^ is made perfect only in the 

1 See Joh. IV. 22 ; ^^^c vrpoTKUvaGfttv '6 ^/ia/uv. i Clem. 59. 3. 4 ; Herm. Mand. 
I; Prsed. Petri in Clem. Strom. VI. $. 9: ytvu^'Htrt 9ri tj^ M^ irrtv^ {fc ^PXn^ 
wAfrm iwohinw, itai rikou^ h^ovcfmv 'ix^' Aristides Apol. 15 (Syr.): ^The Chris- 
tians know and believe in God, the creator of heaven and of earth*'. Chap. 16: 
^ Christians as men who know God^ pray to him for things which it becomes him 
to give and them to receive". (Similarly Justin). From very many old Gentile 
Christian writings we hear it as a cry of joy : ^^ We know God the Almighty ; 
the night of blindness is past" (see, e, ^., 2. Clem. c. i). God is ^f^wtfrirc, a 
designation which is very frequently used (it is rare in the New Testament). 
Still more frequently do we find x^ftoQ. As the Lord and Creator, God is also 
called the Father (of the world) so i. Clem. 19. 2: 6 wmriip Hmi Kr/mic To6a-^§A' 
w«yroC w6vfi9v, 35. 3: 6 hnuwfy^^ xo) wariip rSkv aHmmv. This use of the name 
Father for the supreme God, was, as is well known, familiar to the Greeks, but 
the Christians alone were in earnest with the name. The creation out of nothing 
was made decidedly prominent by Hermas, see Vis. 1. 1.6, and my notes on 
the passage. In the Christian Apocrypha, in spite of the vividness of the idea 
of God, the angels play the same r61e as in the Jewish, and as in the current 
Jewish speculations. According to Hermas, e, ^., all God's actions are mediated 
by special angels, nay, the Son of God himself is represented by a special 
angel, viz., Michael, and works by him. But outside the Apocalypses there 
seems to hisive been little interest in the good angels. 

2 See, for example, I. Clem. 20. 

3 This is frequent in the Apologists; see also Diogn. 10. 2; but Hermas 
Vis. II. 4. I (see also Cels. ap. Orig. IV. 23) says: hk i^v fxieAi^0-/ay 6 ttda-fio^ 
xanfpr/0*dif (cf. I. i. 6. and my notes on the passage). Aristides (Apol. 16) de- 
clares it as his conviction that ^^the beautiful things", that is, the world, are 
maintained only for the sake of Christians; see, besides, the words (I. c); ^^I 
have no doubt, that the earth continues to exist (only) on account of the pray- 
ers of the Christians." Even the Jewish Apocalyptists wavered between the for- 
mulae, that the world was created for the sake of man, and for the sake of the 
Jewish nation. The two are not mutually exclusive. The statement in the 
Eucharistic prayer of Didache, 9. 3, ^ittrt^oQ rk wAvra Uvucn roO Miuero^ ^-ov, 
is singular. 

4 God is named the Father, (i) in relation to the Son (very frequent), (2) as 
Father of the world (see above), (3) as the merciful one who has proved his 
goodness, declared his will, and called Christians to be his sons (i. Clem. 23. 
i; 29. I ; 2 Clem. i. 4; 8.4; 10. i; 14. i; see the index to Zahn's edition of 
the Ignatian Epistles; Didache i. 5; 9. 2. 3; 10. 2). The latter usage is not 
very common; it is entirely wanting, for example, in the Epistle of Barnabas. 
Moreover, God is abo called vorifp rife iA^ftft/ac, as the source of all truth (2. 
Clem. 3. 1 : 20. 5 : M^ r. ikniMa^y The identity of the Almighty God of cre- 
ation with the merciful God of redemption is the tacit presupposition of all 
declarations about God, in the case of both the cultured and the uncultured. It 
is also frequently expressed (see above all the Pastoral Epistles) most frequently 
by Hermas (Vis. I. 3. 4), so far as the declaration about the creation of the 
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knowledge of the identity of the God of creation and the God 
of redemption. Redemption, however, was necessary, because 
at the beginning humanity and the world alike fell under the 
dominion of evil demons, i of the evil one. There was no 

world is there united in tlie closest way with that about the creation of the 
Holy Church. As to the designation of God in the Roman Symbol, as the 
^^ Father Almighty", that threefold exposition just given, may perhaps allow it 
I The present dominion of evil demons, or of one evil demon, was just 
as generally presupposed as man^s need of redemption, which was regarded as a 
result of Uiat dominion. The conviction that the world^s course, (the T0Airf/a 
iv r^ k6vii^i the Latins afterwards used the word Saeculum), is determined by 
the devil, and that the dark one (Barnabas) has dominion, comes out most 
prominently where eschatological hopes obtain expression. But where salvation 
is thought of as knowledge and immortality, it is ignorance and frailty from 
which men are to be delivered. We may here also assume with certainty that 
these, in the last instance, were traced back by the writers to the action of 
demons. But it makes a very great difference whether the judgment was ruled 
by fancy which saw a real devil everywhere active, or whether, in consequence 
of theoretic reflection, it based the impression of universal ignorance and mor- 
tality on the assumption of demons who have produced them. Here again we 
must note the two series of ideas which intertwine and struggle with each 
other in the creeds of the earliest period; the traditional religious series, rest- 
ing on a fanciful view of history — it Is essentially identical with the Jewish 
Apocalyptic: see, for example. Bam. 4 — and the empiric moralistic, (see 2. 
Clem. I. 2-7, as a specially valuable discussion, or Praed. Petri, in Clem., Strom. 
VI. 5, 39, 40), which abides by the fact that men have fallen into ignorance, 
weakness and death (2. Clem. I. 6: ^ j9/0c m^v 9A0C ^AAo ohilv {v i / ftjf diy«r0c). 
But, perhaps, in no other point, with the exception of the iv^rrtivt^ vapk^^^ has 
the religious conception remained so tenacious as in this, and it decidedly pre- 
vailed, especially in the epoch with which we are now dealing. Its tenacity 
may be explained, among other things, by the living impression of the poly- 
theism that surrounded the communities on every side. Even where the national 
gods were looked upon as dead idols — and that was perhaps the rule, see 
Praed. Petri I. c; 2 Clem. 3. i; Didache, 6 — one could not help assuming 
that there were mighty demons operative behind them, as otherwise the frightful 
power of idolatry could not be explained. But on the other hand, even a calm reflec- 
tion and a temper unfriendly to all religious excess must have welcomed the assump- 
tion of demons who sought to rule the world and man. For by means of this 
assumption, which was wide-spread even among the Greeks, humanity seemed to be 
unburdened, and the presupposed capacity for redemption could therefore be justified 
in its widest range. From the assumption that the need of redemption was altogether 
due to ignorance and mortality, there was but one step, or little more than one 
step, to the assumption that the need of redemption was grounded in a condition 
of man for which he was not responsible, that is, in the flesh. But this step, 
which would have led either to dualism (heretical Gnosis) or to the abolition 
of the distinction between natural and moral, was not taken within the main 
body of the Church. The eschatological series of ideas with its thesis that death, 
evil and sin entered into humanity at a definite historical moment, when the 
demons took possession of the world, drew a limit which was indeed overstepped 
at particular points, but was in the end respected. We have therefore the 
remarkable fact, that, on the one hand, early Christian (Jewish) eschatology called 



1 82 HISTORY OF DOGMA [Chap. hi. 

universally accepted theory as to the origin of this dominion ; 
but the sure and universal conviction was that the present 
condition and course of the world is not of God, but is of 
the devil. Those, however, who believed in God, the al- 
mighty creator, and were expecting the transformation of the 
earth, as well as the visible dominion of Christ upon it, could 
not be seduced into accepting a dualism in principle (God 
and devil : spirit and matter). (Belief in God, the creator, and 
eschatological hopes, preserved the communities from the theo- 

'_ retic dualism that so readily suggested itself, which they 
slightly touched in many particular opinions, and which threat- 
ened to dominate their feelingsJ GThe belief that the world 
is of God and therefore good, remained in force. A dis- 

^ tinction was made between the present constitution of the 
world, which is destined for destruction, and the future order 
of the world which will be a glorious "restitutio in integrum "J 
The theory of the world as an articulated whole which had 
already been proclaimed by the Stoics, and which was strength- 
ened by Christian monotheism, would not, even if it had 
been known to the uncultured, have been vigorous enough to 
cope with the impression of the wickedness of the course of 

forth and maintained a disposition in which the Kingdom of God, and that of 
the world, (Kingdom of the devil) were felt to be absolutely opposed (practical 
dualism), while, on the other hand, it rejected theoretic dualism. Redemption 
through Christ, however, was conceived in the eschatological Apocalyptic series 
of ideas as essentially something entirely in the future, for the power of the 
devil was not broken, but rather increased (or it was virtually broken in believers 
and increased in unbelievers), by the first advent of Christ, and therefore the 
period between the first and second advent of Christ belongs to 0^0C ^ aImv 
(see Bam. 2. 4; Herm. Sim. I; 2. Clem. 6. 3: jfo-r/v l\ otroc 6 aUkv xo) 6 
[iiAAm 9^0 f%0p0/* oZtoq Xiyn iiotx^ietv nai ^opkv tuil ^Aafyovpfen tuu AxAmiv^ 
ixtivoQ ii TovToiQ StTovrAo-fftTeu \ Ignat. Magn. 5. 2). For that very reason, the 
second coming of Christ must, as a matter of course, be at hand, for only through 
it could the first advent get its full value. The painful impression that nothing 
had been outwardly changed by Christ*s first advent (the heathen, moreover, pointed 
this out in mockery to the suffering Christians), must be destroyed by the hope 
of his speedy coming again. But the first advent had its independent signi- 
ficance in the series of ideas which regarded Christ as redeeming man from 
ignorance and mortality; for the knowledge was already given, and the gift of 
immortality could only of course be dispensed after this life was ended, but 
then immediately. The hope of Christ^s return was therefore a superfluity, but 
was not felt or set aside as such, because there was still a lively expectation 
of Christ's earthly Kingdom. 
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this world, and the vulgarity of all things material. But the 
firm belief in the omnipotence of God, and the hope of the 
worid's transformation grounded on the Old Testament, con- 
quered the mood of absolute despair of all things visible and 
sensuous, and did not allow a theoretic conclusion, in the 
sense of dualism in principle, to be drawn from the practical 
obligation to renounce the world, or from the deep distrust 
with regard to the flesh. 

§ 6. Faith in Jesus Christ 

I. As surely as redemption was traced back to God him- 
self, so surely was Jesus (i auriip fifiSv) held to be the mediator ^ 
of it. Faith in Jesus was therefore even for Gentile Chris- 
tians a compendium of Christianity. Jesus is mostly desig- 
nated with the same name as God, * i xwpioq (4a6«v), for we ^ 
must remember the ancient use of this title. All that has 
taken place or will take place with reference to salvation, is " 
traced back to the "Lord." QThe carelessness of the early 
Christian writers about the bearing of the word in particular 
cases, ' shews that in a religious relation, so far as there 
was reflection on the gift of salvation, Jesus could directly 
take the place of God.^) The invisible God is the author, 
Jesus the revealer and mediator, of all saving blessings. The 
flnal subject is presented in the nearest subject, and there is 
frequently no occasion for expressly distinguishing them, as^_ 
the range and contents of the revelation of salvation in Jesus 



1 No other name adhered to Christ so firmly as that of KOpio^ : see a specially 
clear evidence of this, Novatian de trinit. 30, who argues against the Adoptian 
and Modalistic heretics thus: ^^Et in primis illud retorquendum in istos, qui 
duorum nobis deorum controyersiam facere prsesumunt. Scriptum est, quod 
negare non possunt: ^^Quoniam unus est dominus." De Christo ergo quid 
sentiunt \ Dominum esse, aut ilium omnino non esse ? Sed dominum ilium omnino 
non dubitant. Ergo si vera est illorum ratiocinatio , jam duo sunt domini." On 
x(;^i0( K ^ff0>«rtfnf(, see above p. 119, note. 

2 Specially instructive examples of this are found in the Epistle of Barnabas 
and the second Epistle of Clement. Clement (Ep. i) speaks only of faith 
in God. 
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coincide with the range and contents of the will of salvation 
in God himself. Yet prayers, as a rule, were addressed to 
God; at least, there are but few examples of direct prayers 
to Jesus belonging to the first century (apart from the pray- 
ers in the Act. Joh. of the so-called Leucius). The usual 
formula rather reads: tt^ i^ofioKoyoifuia hit 'I. Xp. — ti$ 
ii^» hit 'L Xp. > 

2. As the Gentile Christians did not understand the signifi- 
cance of the idea that Jesus is the Christ (Messiah), the de- 
signation ";tP'^T^«" had either to be given up in their com- 
munities, or to subside into a mere name. * But even, where, 
through the Old Testament, one was reminded of the mean- 
ing of the word, and allowed a value to it, he was far 
from finding in the statement that Jesus is the Lord's anoint- 
ed, a clear expression of the dignity peculiar to him. That 
dignity had therefore to be expressed by other means. Nev- 
ertheless the eschatological series of ideas connected the Gen- 
tile Christians very closely with the early Christian ideas of 
faith, and therefore also with the earliest ideas about Jesus. In the 



1 See I Clem. 59^1. Aiiax^ c. 9. 10. Yet Noyatian (de trinit. 14) exactly 
reproduces the old idea, ^^Si homo tantummodo Christus, cur homo in orationibus 
mediator invocatur, cum invocatio hominis ad praestandam salutem inefficax 
judicetur." As the Mediator, High Priest, etc., Christ is of course always and 
everywhere invoked by the Christians, but such invocations are one thing and 
formal prayer another. The idea of the congruence of God*s will of salvation 
with the revelation of salvation which took place through Christ, was further 
continued in the idea of the congruence of this revelation of salvation with the 
universal preaching of the twelve chosen Apostles (see above p. 162 if.), the root 
of the Catholic principle of tradition. But the Apostles never became *'o/«^pfo^" 
though the concepts hicix^ (A^o() xCfiov, iiiax*i{t»ipvyijut) rSv &iForr6km¥ were 
just as interchangeable as A^oc ^boG and k6yo^ ;((p<0^00. The full formula would 
be A^oc UoO hk *bfa'oO xf'^^^^ ^'^ '''^^ &iro9T6?Mv, But as the subjects introduced 
by itk are chosen and perfect media, religious usage permitted the abbre- 
viation. 

2 In the episUe of Barnabas ^^ Jesus Christ ", and ^^ Christ ** appear each once, but 
^^ Jesus** twelve times: in the Didache Jesus Christ once, Jesus three times. Only 
in the second half of the second century, if I am not mistaken, did the designation 
"Jesus Christ", or "Christ" become the current one, more and more crowding out 
the simple Jesus. Yet the latter designation — and this is not surprising — appears 
to have continued longest in the regular prayers. It is worthy of note that in 
the Shepherd there is no mention either of the name Jesus or of Christ. The 
Gospel of Peter also says 6 xC^io^ where the other Gospels use these names. 
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confession that God chose * and prepared * Jesus, that Jesus 
is the Angel • and the servant of God, * that he will judge 
the living and the dead, * etc., expression is given to ideas 
about Jesus, in the Gentile Christian communities, which are 
borrowed from the thought that he is the Christ called of 
God and entrusted with an office. • Besides, there was a 

1 See I. Clem. 64: 6 Mq, 6 l«Af{if<fyoc ^^y H^ptw *liro'00y Xptvr^v tmi ^liA^ 
Zl ahroO f/c A«dv w9ptoCvtw ii^ mrA. (It is instructive to note that wherever the 
idea of election is expressed, the community is immediately thought of, for in 
point of fact the election of the Messiah has no other aim than to elect or call 
the community; Bam. 3. 6: ^ Aad( Ky nrefiiactv Iv r^ ityawmiivt^ a&ro0). Herm. 
Sim. V. 2 : ittXa^^iitvo^ MxSyt rtva irtvTi¥ xa) tidftrrov, V. 6. 5. Justin, Dial. 48 : 
liii ipvaiv^m Urt oiir6^ kvrn 6 Xptgr^Q, ikv ^etivnreu A^ MftnroQ l{ Mpttxmv 
ynniMQ xat fxAoyf ytv6fit¥0Q fic rd Xptvr^v itveu ixoinwiinrm. 

2 See Bam. 14. 5 : 'Iv^'o^C ''c roOro itrosfi^hi^ 'Aa , . , , ^fdtQ Xvrpmo'dfinoQ ix 
T06 vkStov^ hJthtrat |y i}/t7y hoB^miv A6y^. The same word concerning the Church, 
1. c. 3. 6. and 5. 7: eUrrb^ iaurlji rhv A«dy rdy xaiydv hroipt^my, 14. 6. 

3 ^^ Angel " is a very old designation for Christ (see Justin's Dial.) which main- 
tained itself up to the Nicean controversy, and is expressly claimed for him in 
Novatian's treatise ^^de trinit'\ 1 1. 25 if. (the word was taken from Old Testament 
passages which were applied to Christ). As a rale, however, it is not to be 
understood as a designation of the nature, but of the office of Christ as such, 
though the matter was never very clear. There were Christians who used it 
as a designation of the nature, and from the earliest times we find this idea 
contradicted (see the Apoc. Sophoniae ed Stem, 1886, IV. fragment, p. 10: ^^He 
appointed no Angel to come to us, nor Archangel, nor any power, but he 
transformed himself into a man that he might come to us for our deliverance". 
Cf. the remarkable parallel, ep. ad. Diagn. 7. 2 : . . . . oV, MaAdmp 2b r<c tlKd9'§tn 
!h$pMiroQ, Cmipirwf rivk tmii^cl^ $ Wyy§Xw ly 2ip%oyr« 9 T«ydi tU¥ hnr&rrm rk 
gTfytM ii riva tB¥ mxto^tvfiiymv rh^ 2y olpwfol^ iioixif^giQ, iAA* a^rdy f^y r«%y/nry 
Hoi iniuovpyiv rm Hamv «rA.). Yet it never got the length of a great contro- 
versy, and as the Logos doctrine gradually made way, the designation ^^ Angel" 
became harmless and then vanished. 

4 JloMc (after Isaiah): this designation frequently united with *Iir^«l^c and with 
the adjectives ifyto^ and ^dnnffciytf^ (See Bam. 3, 6: 4, 3: 4, 8: Valent. ap. 
Clem. Alex., Strom. VI. 6. 52, and the Ascensio Isaiae) seems to have been at 
the beginning a usual one. It sprang undoubtedly from the Messianic circle 
of ideas, and at its basis lies the idea of election. It is very interesting to 
observe how it was gradually put into the background and finally abolished. 
It was kept longest in the liturgical prayers: See I. Clem. S9*2) Bam. 61 :9.2; 
Acts iii. 13. 26; iv. 27. 30; Didache 9.2.3; Mart. Polyc. 14.20; Act. Pauli et 
Theclae, 17.24; Sibyl. I. v. 324. 331. 364; Diogn. 8, 9, 10: 6 dyamrr^Q irdlQ, 
9. i; also Ep, Orig. ad Afric. init; Clem. Strom, VII, 1.4: 3 fiovoytini^ weuQ 
and my note an Bam. 6. i. In the Didache (9.2) Jesus as well as David is in 
one statement called *^ Servant of God ". Barnabas, who calls Christ the ^^ Beloved ", 
uses the same expression for the Church (4. 1.9); see also Ignat. ad Smym. inscr. 

5 See the old Roman Symbol and Acts X. 42 ; 2. Tim. IV. i ; Bam. 7. 2 ; 
Polyc. Ep. 2. i; 2 Clem. 2. i; Hegesipp. in Euseb., H. E. III. 20. 6: Justin 
Dial. 118. 

6 Theie could of course be no doubt that Christ meant the ^^ anointed" (even 
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very old designation handed down from the circle of the dis- 
ciples, and specially intelligible to Gentile Christians, though 
not frequent and gradually disappearing, viz., " the Master ". * 
3. But the earliest tradition not only spoke of Jesus as 
xiipioi, 0-»Tifp, and iiiiaKx\o^, but as '^ 3 ifth^ rod ieov '\ and this 
name was firmly adhered to in the Gentile Christian commu- 
nities. * It followed immediately from this that Jesus belongs 
to the sphere of God, and that, as is said in the earliest 
preaching known to us,' one must think othim'^iq Tip) tiou'\ 
This formula describes in a classic manner the indirect '^theo- 
logia Christi" which we find unanimously expressed in all 
witnesses of the earliest epoch. * We must think about Christ 

Aristides Apol. 2 fin., if Nestle^s correction is right, Justin's Apol. i. 4. and 
similar passages do not justify doubt on that point). But the meaning and the 
effect of this anointing was very obscure. Justin says (Apol. II. 6): Xptrri^ 
fih nark rd tuxf'^'^M nai novfiirat rk wdrra it* abroO riv tffdv ^iytrm, and 
therefore (See Dial. 76 fin.) finds in this designation an expression of the cosmic 
significance of Christ. 

1 See the Apologists. Apost. K. O. (Texte v. Unters. II. 5. p. 25). irpoopSirra^ 
r^dc Adyot/c roO h^avxAkov ^fcAv, ibid, p. 28: Sfrf |^nf0>ffy 6 h^ivtutXa^ rdv Uprov, 
ibid. p. 30 : xpoiUytVt Hn hiiiavxtv. Apost. Constit. (original writing) III. 6 : avrdc 
6 hido'HaXoQ iifiSv xaH x^ftof. III. 7: 6 x6fioQ uoi hi^tutAoQ ^fiB¥ f/Tiv. III. 19: 

II. 20. V. 12 — I. Clem. 13. I Tfiv X^mv roC x^piov *Iif0>90, o^c tAiAifa-fv 

hi^rxmv. Polyc. Ep. 2: iAviifio¥§Coyrt^ &¥ §Iirg¥ 6 xup/oQ h^Avxmv. Ptolem. ad 
Floram. 5: 4 itiavxaX/a roO o-ttr^poQ. 

2 The baptismal formula, which had been naturalised everywhere in the com- 
munities at this period, preserved it above all. The addition of'(^ioQ,TpmT&roxoQ 
is worthy of notice. Movoyivi^c (a the only begotten and also the beloved) is 
not common; it is found only in John, in Justin, in the Symbol of the Romish, 
Church, and in Mart. Polyc. (Diogn. 10. 3). 

3 The so-called second Epistle of Clement begins with the words: *AlffA^/, 
o&r«c ^'7 ^f^Q ^povi7v Ttpi *Iif0'00, 6q T§pi $ioG, Aq mp) xptroO ^ttrrttv xctt vtxp&v. 
(this order in which the Judge appears as the higher is also found in Bam. 7. 2), 
xmi ob iti ^fiHc puxpk ^povtlv wtpt r^^ 9'tmipiet^ ^^Av * tv rfi ykp ^povgtv ij/iiHtc fMcpk tnpt 
ahrofi, fitxpk xai lAw/^oftfy Ka^uv. This argumentation (see also the following 
verses up to II. 7) is very instructive; for it shews the grounds on which the 
^povih xtpi abroU «c ^'f^ ^'^i was based. H. Schultz (L. v. d. Gottheit Christi, 
p. 25 f.) very correctly remarks: ^^In the second Epistle of Clement, and in the 
Shepherd, the Christological interest of the writer ends in obtaining the assurance, 
through faith in Christ as the world-ruling King and Judge, that the community 
of Christ will receive a glory corresponding to its moral and ascetic works. 

4 Pliny in his celebrated letter (96), speaks of a ^^ Carmen dicere Christo quasi 
deo " on the part of the Christians. Hermas has no doubt that the Chosen Ser- 
vant, after finishing his work, will be adopted as God*s Son, and therefore has 
been destined from the beginning, tU il^ovvim luyAkniv xai xvptirnra (Sim. V. 6. i). 
But that simply means that he is now in a Divine sphere, and that one must 
think of him as of God. But there was no unanimity beyond that. The for- 
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as we think about God, because, on the one hand, God had 
exalted him, and committed to him as Lord, judgment over 

mala says nothing about the nature or constitution of Jesus. It might indeed 
appear from Justin^s dialogue, that the direct designation of Jesus as Mq (not as 
i tff^c), was common in the communities; but not only are there some passages 
in Justin himself to be urged against this, but also the testimony of other 
writers. Mq even without the article, was in no case a usual designation for Jesus. 
On the contrary, it was always quite definite occasions which led them to speak 
of Christ as of a God, or as God. In the first place there were Old Testament 
passages such as Ps. XLV. 8: CX. i f., etc., which, as soon as they were inter- 
preted in relation to Christ, led to his getting the predicate M^. These passages, 
with many others taken from the Old Testament, were used in this way by 
Justin. Yet it is very well worth noting, that the author of the Epistle of 
Barnabas avoided this expression, in a passage which must have suggested it. 
(12, 10, II on Ps. CX.4). The author of the Didache calls him "i U6q Ai|9<a*' 
on the basis of the above psalm. It is manifestly therefore in liturgical formulae 
of exalted paradox, or living utterances of religious feeling that Christ is called 
God. See Ignat. ad Rom. 6. 3; mrpi^ari fioi iitfunriiy itwm roC toAov^ toO 
UoO ftov (the iiov here should be observed); ad. Eph. i. i : ivtff*wwpif^«vTfC «» 
aVfjutrt Uoff: Tatian Orat. 13: hAxwoQ roO Tnrov^droQ 6toO. As to the celebrated 
passage I. Clem, ad Cor. 2. 10: rk xeA^fiara tUtroV (the alfroG refers to M^) 
we may perhaps observe that that i U6^ stands far apart. However such a 
consideration is hardly in place. The passages just adduced shew that precisely 
the union of suffering (blood, death) with the concept ^^God" — and only this 
union — must have been in Christendom from a very early period; see Acts 
XX. 28 ... . r^ li(xA)f0'/«y rofi $ioO, ^ ^tptsxot^v'mTO ith toO aifietTOQ roO l^/ov, 
and from a later period, Melito, Fragm. (in Routh Rel. Sacra I. 122); 6 Ub^ 
x4^0¥^tv tJrd it^tic *l^p»ft^lTfio^i Anonym, ap. Euseb. H. E. V. 28. 1 1 : i f t^«'TA«- 
YXy^i 0#tfc ^ K^fio^ ^fi&v *Iti0'oO^ Xp<0*rdc olfx ifio^Xtro iwofjv^eu iiiprvpet rHv 
Wtn TahifAdTtt¥\ Test. XII. Patriarch. (Levi 4): tir) rS tAU^ toO v^^f^^ov-^ Ter- 
tull. de came 5; ^^passiones dei", ad Uxor. II. 3: ^^ sanguine dei". TertuUian 
also speaks frequently of the crucifying of God, the flesh of God, the death of 
God (see Lightfoot, Clem, of Rome p. 400 sq.). These formulae were first sub- 
jected to examination in the Patripassian controversy. They were rejected by 
Athanasins, for example, in the fourth century (cf. Apollin. II. 13. 14, 0pp. I. 
p. 758); wAq oZv ytypd^ctTi 9rt 6t6Q 6 hk oApno^ waiiiv xki ivavrA^^, .. otfiafAoO 

01 atfia UoG d/^a eapitb^ TapaMAxam eA ypa^i ^ tffdv hk vapKd^ ToAirra ttai 
Avarrdvra. They continued in use in the west and became of the utmost sig- 
nificance in the christological controversies of the fifth century. It is not quite 
certain whether there is a ^^theologia Christi" in such passages as Tit. II. 13: 

2 Pet. I. I (see the controversies on Rom. IX. 5). Finally Mq and Christus 
were often interchanged in religious discourse (see above). In the so-called 
second Epistle of Clement (c. i . 4) the dispensing of light, knowledge, is traced 
back to Christ. It is said of him, that like a Father, he has called us children, he 
has delivered us, he has called us into existence out of non-existence, and in 
this God himself is not thought of. Indeed he is called (2. 2. 3), the hearer of 
prayer and the controller of history; but immediately thereon, a saying of the 
Lord is introduced as a saying of God (Matt. IX. 13). On the contrary, Isaiah 
XXIX. 13, is quoted (3. 5) as a declaration of Jesus, and again (13. 4) a saying 
of the Lord with the formula: xiyti 6 M^ It is Christ who pitied us (3. I : 
16. 2); he is described simply as the Lord who hath called and redeemed us 
(5. 1:8. 2:9. 5. etc.). Not only is there frequent mention of the ivrohal 
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the living and the dead, and because, on the other hand, he 
has brought the knowledge of the truth, called sinful men, 
delivered them from the dominion of demons, and hath led 
or will lead them out of the night of death and corruption 
to eternal life. Jesus Christ is "our faith", "our hope", "our 



(ivT^X/iard) of Christ, but 6. 7 (see 14. i) speak directly of a TotMtv t6 Uktifui 
raO XfirroO, Above all, in the entire first division (up to 9. 5), the religions 
situation is for the most part treated as if it were something essentially between 
the believer and Christ. On the other hand, (10. i), the Father is he who calls 
(see also 16. i), who brings salvation (9. 7), who accepts us as Sons (9. 10: 
16. i); he has given us promises (ii. i. 6. 7.); we expect his kingdom, nay, 
the day of his appearing (12. i f. : 6. 9:9. 6:11. 7:12. i). He will judge the 
world, etc.; while in 17. 4. we read of the day of Christ*s appearing, of his 
kingdom and of his function of Judge, etc. Where the preacher treats of the 
relation of the community to God, where he describes the religious situation 
according to its establishment or its consummation, where he desires to rule the 
religious and moral conduct, he introduces without any- apparent distinction, 
now God himself, and now Christ. But this religious view, in which acts of 
God coincide with acts of Christ, did not, as will be shewn later on, influence 
the theological speculations of the preacher. We have also to observe, that 
the interchange of God and Christ is not always an expression of the high dignity 
of Christ, but on the contrary, frequently proves, that the personal significance 
of Christ is misunderstood, and that he is regarded only as the dependent revealer 
of God. All this shews that there cannot have been many passages in the 
earliest literature where Christ was roundly designated M^. It is one thing to 
speak of the blood (death, suffering) of God, and to describe the gifts of sal- 
vation brought by Christ as gifts of God, and another thing to set up the propo- 
sition that Christ is a God (or God). When, from the end of the second 
century one began to look about in the earlier writings for passages *fy o7q $io- 
Xoytirm 6 XP'^^^C* because the matter had become a subject of controversy, 
one could, besides the Old Testament, point only to the writings of authors 
from the time of Justin (to apologists and controversialists) as weU as to Psalms 
and odes (see the Anonym, in Euseb. H. £. V. 28. 4-6). In the following 
passages of the Ignatian Epistles ^^tft^c" appears as a designation of Christ; he 
is called i Ifdc iiiiSy in Ephes. inscript. ; Rom. inscr. bis 3. 2 ; Polyc. 8. 3 ; Eph. x. i, 
aTfMK 0ff00; Rom. 6. 3, rd 9ri0oc roO UoO /iaov; Eph. 7. 2, iv vetpxt ytvifitooQ M^, 
in another reading, fv Mpux^ 4ctfc; Smym. I. x, 'LXP* ^ M^ 6 oVr»Q O/iM^ o'o^ff'et^. 
The latter passage in which the relative clause must he closely united with 
^6 Mc^\ seems to form the transition to the three passages (Trail. 7. i; Smym. 
6. I ; I a. i), in which Jesus is called Mq without addition. But these passages 
are critically suspicious, see Lightfoot in loco. In the same way the ^^deus 
Jesus Christus" in Polyc. Ep. 12. 2, is suspicious, and indeed in both parts of 
the verse. In the first, all Latin codd. have ^^dei filius", and in the Greek 
codd. of the Epistle, Christ is nowhere called M^. We have a keen polemic 
against the designation of Christ as U6^ in Clem. Rom. Homil. XVI 15 sq.; 
*0 nirpOQ ixnnpi^fi' 6 K^ptoQ ^fdiv oVn Uo^q tlvm i^Syj^ctro xapk riv terUtfrra rk 
ickiTOL oVrt iavrbv Mv thai Avify6ptv9'tv, vidv 9i UoO toO rk ir^rra hoKovfiti^arroQ 
rdv tMvTtt abr^ thxdywQ tpuutdpto-tv, tuti 6 S/fuvv itrMxptvctro' oh ZommI 90t otv rdv 
iiel hoO $tb¥ ttvcui tuu 6 TlirpOQ '4^* tmc toOto tt¥at ZCv strata ^pdo'ov ii/(c?y, toOto 
ykp ^fuiQ ilTth trot oh iwdfu^a, Hrt fiii iinoifO'afiov ifaf ahroO. 
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life", and in this sense "our God". The religious assurance 
that he is this, for we find no wavering on this point, is the 
root of the "theologia Christi"; but we must also remem- 
ber that the formula "tt6q^* was inserted beside "xvpiog,'^ that 
the " dominus ac deus, " was very common at that time, * and 
that a Saviour {^ariip) could only be represented somehow as 
a Divine being. * Yet Christ never was, as " 6tif ", placed 
on an equality with the Father, « — monotheism guarded 
against that. Whether he was intentionally and deliberately 
identified with Him the following paragraph will shew. 

4. The common confession did not go beyond the statements 
that Jesus is the Lord, the Saviour, the Son of God, that 
one must think of him as of God, that dwelling now with 



1 On the farther use of the word h6q in antiquity, see above § 8, p. 120 f.; 
the formula ^^Mq ix 0fo0" for Augustus even 24 years before Christ^s birth; 
on the formula ^ dominus ac deus ^\ see John XX. 28 ; the interchange of these 
concepts in many passages beside one another in the anonymous writer 
(Euseb. H. E. V. 28. 11). Domitian first allowed himself to be called ^^ domi- 
nus ac deus". TertuUian, Apol. 10. 11, is very instructive as to the general 
situation in the second century. Here are brought forward the different causes 
which then moved men, the cultured and the uncultured, to give to this or that 
personality the predicate of Divinity. In the third century the designation of 
^^ dominus ac deus noster " for Christ, was very^ common, especially in the west, 
(see Cyprian, Pseudo-Cyprian, Novatian; in the Latin Martyrology a Greek 
6 K^fioQ is also frequently so translated). But only at this time had the desig- 
nation come to be in actual use even for the Emperor. It seems at first sight 
to follow from the statements of Celsus (in Orig. c. Cels. III. 22-43), ^^^^ ^^^ 
Greek had and required a very strict conception of the Godhead; but his 
whole work shews how little that was really the case. The reference to these 
facts of the history of the time, is not made with the view of discovering the 
^^ theologia Christi" itself in its ultimate roots — these roots lie elsewhere, in the 
person of Christ and Christian experience; but that this experience, before any 
technical reflection, had so easily and so surely substituted the new formula 
instead of the idea of Messiah, can hardly be explained without reference to 
the general religious ideas of the time. 

2 The combination of Mq and o-ttriip in the Pastoral Epistles is very important. 
The two passages in the New Testament in which perhaps a direct ^^ theologia 
Christi" may be recognised, contain likewise the concept 0'«Tif^; see Tit. II. 13: 
9rpoffhx^t**voi ri^y iicuteip/uv ixir^x not ixi^vttcn r^q ^^(ifc foG fuyAhov hSu tuu 
vmr^po^ ^ft&v Xpio^oG *Iif0-o0 (cf. Abbot, Journal of the Society of Bibl. Lit., 
and Exeg. 1881. June. p. 3 sq.): 2. Pet. I. i: iv hxaior^v^i roO 6ioO i^isMv km 
ffotT^poQ. 'I. Xp. In both cases the fi(jL&v should be specially noted. Besides, 
0fd( 9'UTiip is also an ancient formula. 

3 A very ancient formula ran ^^0fdc luu $iii vide", see Cels. ap. Orig. IL30; 
Justin, frequently: Alterc. Sim. et Theoph. 4, etc. The formula is equivalent 
to dfdc (lovoytv^Q (see Joh. I. 18). 
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God in heaven he is to be adored as irpovrir^q nxi fioijSiq rfjq 
dffisvtlxf, and as ipxup^vq t&¥ irpov^opuv tifiuy [as guardian and 
helper of the weak and as High Priest of our oblations], to 
be feared as the future Judge, to be esteemed most highly 
as the bestower of immortality, that he is our hope and our 
faith. There are found rather, on the basis of that confession, 
very diverse conceptions of the Person, that is, of the nature 
of Jesus, beside each other, * which collectively exhibit a 
certain analogy with the Greek theologies, the naive and the 
philosophic. * v There was as yet no such thing here as eccle- 
cx siastical " doctrines " in the strict sense of the word, but rather 
conceptions more or less fluid, which were not seldom fashi- 
oned ad hoc. V d"hese may be reduced collectively to two. * 
Jesus was either regarded as the man whom God hath chosen, 
in whom the Deity or the Spirit of God dwelt, and who, 
after being tested, was adopted by God and invested with 



1 Such conceptions are found side by side in the same writer. See, for 
example, the second Epistle of Clement, and even the first. 

2 See § 6 p. I20. The idea of a Uo'^oti^vt^ was as common as that of the 
appearances of the gods. In wide circles, however, philosophy had long ago 
naturalized the idea of the A^cc toO Uq^. But now there is no mistaking a new 
element everywhere. In the case of the Christologies which include a kind 
of dtoTohia-tQ, it is found in the fact that the deified Jesus was to be recognized 
not as a Demigod or Hero, but as Lord of the world, equal in power and 
honour to the Deity. In the case of those Christologies which start with Christ 
as the heavenly spiritual being, it is found in the belief in an actual incarna- 
tion. These two articles, as was to be expected, presented difficulties to the 
Gentile Christians, and the latter more than the former. 

3 This is usually overlooked. Christological doctrinal conceptions are fre- 
quently constructed by a combination of particular passages, the nature of which 
does not permit of combination. (But the fact that there was no universally 
recognised theory about the nature of Jesus till beyond the middle of the second 
century, should not lead us to suppose that the different theories were any- 
where declared to be of equal value, etc., therefore more or less equally valid, 
on the contrary, everyone, so far as he had a theory at all, included his own 
in the revealed truth) That they had not yet come into conflict is accounted 
for, on the one hand, by the fact that the different theories ran up into like 
formulae, and could even frequently be directly carried over into one another, 
and on the other hand, by the fact that their representatives appealed to the 
same authorities. But we must, above all, remember, that conflict could only 
arise after the enthusiastic element, which also had a share in the formation of 
Christology, had been suppressed, and problems were felt to be such, that is, 
after the struggle with Gnosticism, or even during that struggle. 

4 Both were clearly in existence in the Apostolic age. 
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dominion, (Adoptian Christology) ; < or Jesus was regarded as 
a heavenly spiritual being (the highest after God) who took 

I Only one work has been preserved entire which gives clear expression to 
the Adoptian Christology, viz., the She pherd of Hennas (see Sim. V. and IX. 1. 12}. 
According to it, the Holy Spirit — it is not certain whether he is identified with 
the chief Archangel — is regarded as the pre-existent Son of God, who is older 
than creation, nay, was God^s counsellor at creation. The Redeemer is the vir- 
tuous man (o'^fi) chosen by God, with whom that Spirit of God was united. 
As he did not defile the Spirit, but kept him constantly as his companion, and 
carried out the work to which the Deity had called him,' nay, did more than he 
was commanded, he was in virtue of a Divine decree adopted as a son and 
exalted to luy^J^n l^ovata jm) KVfi&m^, That this Christology is set forth in a 
book which enjoyed the highest honour and sprang from the Romish commun- 
ity, is of great significance. The representatives of this Christology, who in the 
third century were declared to be heretics, expressly maintained that it was at 
one time the ruling Christology at Rome and had been handed down by the 
Apostles. (Anonym, in Euseb. H. E. V. 28. 3, concerning the Artemonites: 
^»ri Toiii iih xforifiovQ HxavraQ ttai abro^f tovq Awev^rdAovQ TapfiAif^ydu n tta* 
Mtiax^^»* raOrat & vGv oZroi Kiyovvt^ kom rtnup^o'^cu rify iAifdnav r00 tatpCyfittTo^ 
fuXP* rfiy %^tfy«v roO B/KTOpoQ .... Awd ii rofi haiSxov altroC Zi(pup/vov xxpcuuxpt^ 
pAxJ^at rifv ik^Uim). This assertion, though exaggerated, is not incredible after 
what we find in Hermas. It cannot, certainly, be verified by a superficial exam- 
ination of the liteiary monuments preserved to us, but a closer investigation 
shews, that the Adoptian Christology must at one time have been very wide- 
spread, that it continued here. and there undisturbed up to the middle of the third 
century (see the Christology in the Acta Archelai. 49, 50), and that it continued 
to exercise great influence even in the fourth and fifth centuries (see Book II. 
c. 7). Something similar is found even in some Gnostics, €,g,^ Valentinus 
himself (see Iren. I. ii. i: xai rhit Xptrr^v ih oIk isrd rfiv iv rip TrMtprnftart 
almmv Tpo^t^X^vteUt iXhk ihri rl}( puirpSi, 'ij^u ih yiveiiivfiQ^ Kork TVfv yvetpmiv rfiy 
Kpitrrdyiv &lF0K$^v^9^eu lurk ajuStQ rtv6q. Kai roVrov /Uv, Urt Uppivee viripx^vra, 
iiFOK&^cnret v^* iavrofi r^v a-iuSiv^ iyaipufAtlv bIq rd iFK^pmyut, The same in the 
Exc. ex Theodot. §§ 22, 23, 32, 33), and the Christology of Basilides presup- 
poses that of the Adoptians. Here also belongs the conception which traces 
back the genealogy of Jesus to Joseph. The way in which Justin (Dialog 48, 
49, 87 ff.) treats the history of the baptism of Jesus, against the objection of 
Trypho that a pre-existent Christ would not have needed to be filled with the 
Spirit of God, is instructive. It is here evident that Justin deals with objections 
which were raised within the communities themselves to the pre-existence of 
Christ, on the ground of the account of the baptism. In point of fact, this 
account (it had, according to very old witnesses, see Resch, Agrapha Christi, 
p. 307, according to Justin, for example. Dial. 88. X03, the wording: Hfiei r^ 
ivei^fivcu »trdv &x6 roG ToretfAoG roC 'lopidvov, rifc ^ttvftQ alroU Af^flf/rifC (^<^C 
fC0v c7 vv, iyii ^tipupov ytyivv^xA 0*f i see the Cod. D. of Luke. Clem. Alex, 
etc.) forms- the strongest foundation of the Adoptian Christology, and hence it 
is exceedingly interesting to see how one compounds with it from the second to the 
fifth century, an investigation which deserves a special monogrraph. But, of 
course, the edge was taken off the report by the assumption of the miraculous 
birth of Jesus from the Holy Spirit, so that the Adoptians in recognising this, 
already stood with one foot in the camp of their opponents. It is now instruc- 
tive to see here how the history of die baptism, which originally formed the 
beginning of the proclamation of Jesus^ history, is suppressed in the earliest 
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flesh, and again returned to heaven after the completion of 
his work on earth (pneumatic Christology). * These two 

formuke, and therefore also in the Romish Symbol, while the birth from the 
Holy Spirit is expressly stated. Only in Ignatius (ad Smym. I; cf. ad Eph. 
18. 2) is the baptism taken into account in the confession; but even he has 
given the event a turn by which it has no longer any significance for Jesus 
himself (just as in the case of Justin, who concludes from the resting of the 
Spirit in his fulness upon Jesus, that there wiU be no more prophets among 
the Jews, spiritual gifts being rather communicated to Christians; compare also 
the way in which the baptism of Jesus is treated in Joh. I). Finally, we must 
point out that in the Adoptian Christology, the parallel between Jesus and all 
believers who have the Spirit and are Sons of God, stands out very clearly 
(Cf. Herm. Sim. V. with Mand. III. V. I : X. 2 : most important is Sim. V. 

6. 7). But this was the very thing that endangered the whole view. Celsus, 
I. 57, addressing Jesus, asks; ^^If thou sayest that every man whom Divine 
Providence allows to be bom (this is of course a formulation for which Celsus 
alone is responsible), is a son of God, what advantage hast thou then over 
others?" We can see already in the Dialogue of Justin, the approach of the 
later great controversy, whether Christ is Son of God iuKr3( yvttfiwf, or tuerk ^^nv, 
that is, had a pre-existence : ^^uas yAp ala-i r<yfc« he says, ord to6 ifitripw yivovQ 
6fioXoyoOvTtQ avrdv Xfi^rbv iheu, Mftnrw ii i{ MpAwatv ymfdimov iroipmviiuvoi, 
o7c oV 9vvT($9fuu** (c. 48). 

I This Christology which may be traced back to the Pauline, but which can 
hardly have its point of departure in Paul alone, is found also in the Epistle 
to the Hebrews and in the writings of John including the Apocalypse, and is 
represented by Barnabas, i and 2. Clem. Ignatius, Polycarp, the author of the 
Pastoral Epistles, the Authors of Praed. Petri, and ~£He Altercatio Jasonis et 
Papisci, etc. The Classic formulation is in 2. Clem. 9. 5 : XptvrbQ 6 KOpio^ vmvet^ 
fHiMQ Sh f4,iv t6 TpArov wvaCfAa lyivtro a^kfj; xal oVru^ ^l^i kxAXB^w. According 
to Barnabas (5. 5), the pre-existent Christ is Tdrvrdc to0 itdo'fiov x^pioa to him 
God said, iflrd JUtra^o^^Q Kd^iAOv, ^^ Let us make man, etc." He is (5. 6) the sub- 
ject and goal of all Old Testament revelation. He is olrx^ vtdQ MpMTov <&AA: 
wdc ro0 hoU, tvt^ ii fv o'apici ^cntpuM^ (12. xo); the flesh is merely the veil 
of the Godhead, without which man could not have endured the light (5. 10.) 
According to i. Clement Christ is, rd o'x^Trpov r$c pufMyov^mfQ roO UoO (x6. 2), 
who if he had wished could have appeared on earth fv KSfix^ iKa^ovt/a^i he 
is exalted far above the angels (32), as he is the Son of God {itaA^iiara toG 
0ff00. 2. i); he hath spoken through the Holy Spirit in the Old Testament (22. i). 
It is not certain whether Clement understood Christ under the KdyoQ fuyaxo^ 
o-^yifC ro9 6toO (27. 4). According to 2. Clem., Christ and the church are heavenly 
spiritual existences which have appeared in the last times. Gen. i. 27, refers to 
their creation (c. 14; see my note on the passage: We learn from Origen that 
a very old Theologoumenon identified Jesus with the ideal of Adam, the church 
with that of Eve. Similar ideas about Christ are found in Gnostic Jewish Chris^ 
tians); one must think about Christ as about God (I. i). Ignatius writes (Eph. 

7. 2): E/c, larpdQ ivrtv a-apKixd^ ra xa) TviVfjutriK^^, yavmirdQ koH ipyiwnro^t Iv 
vapii ynSfiivoQ Mq, iv ^eninp ^«^ <KAifl/vif, ttm) ex VLapfct^ luA §k UcD, crpfiroy 
Tdtd^Tdc xaH r6Ti iraS^q *hi9'oGQ Xptrrhq 6 x^ptoQ iifi&v. As the human predicates 
stand here first, it might appear as though, according to Ignatius, the man Jesus 
first became God (6 U6q ifM^v, Cf. Eph. inscr.: x8. 2). In point of fact, he 
regards Jesus as Son of God only by his birth from the Spirit; but on the 
other hand, Jesus is <i^' iv^Q warpdq irpo§9Am (Magn. 7. 2), is A^0( tf<00 (Magn. 
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Christologies which are, strictly speaking, mutually exclusive — 
the man who has become a God, and the Divine being who 
has appeared in human form — yet came very near each other 
when the Spirit of God implanted in the man Jesus was con- 
ceived as the pre-existent Son of God, ^ j and when, on the 
other hand, the title, Son of God, for that pneumatic being, 
was derived only from the miraculous generation in the flesh; 



8. 2), and when Ignatius s o often emphasises the truth of Jesus' history against 
Docetism (TraU. 9. for example), we must assume that he shares the thesis with 
the Gnostics, that Jesus is by nature a spiritual being. But it is well worthy 
of notice that Ignatius, as distinguished from Barnabas and Clement, really gives ^ 
the central place to the historical Jesus Christ, the Son of God and the Son 
of Mary, and his work. The like is found only in Irenseus. The pre-existence 
of Christ is presupposed by Polycarp. (£p. 7. i); but, like Paul, he strongly 
emphasises a real exaltation of Christ (2. i). The author of Praed. Petri, calls 
Christ the A^oc (Clem. Strom. I. 29, 182). As Ignatius calls him this also, as 
the same designation is found in the Gospel, Epistles, and Apocalypse of John 
(the latter a Christian adaptation of a Jewish writing), in Uie Act. Joh. (see 
Zahn, Acta Joh. p. 220), finally, as Celsus (II. 31) says quite generally, ^^The 
Christians maintain that the Son of God is at the same time his incarnate Word", 
we plainly perceive that this designation for Christ was not first started by pro- 
fessional philosophers (see the Apologists, for example, Tatian, Orat. 5, and 
Melito Apolog. fragm. in the Chron. pasch. p. 483, ed. Dindorf : X^ia^^Q iiv 
&§oC k6yoQ ipp6 alAvmv). We do not find in the Johannine writings such a Logos- 
speculation, as in the Apologists, but the current expression is taken up, in 
order to shew that it has its truth in the appearing of Jesus Christ. The ideas 
about the existence of a Divine Logos were very widely spread; they were 
driven out of philosophy into wide circles. The author of the Alterc. Jas. et 
Papisci, conceived the phrase in Gen. i. i : tv ipxh ^ equivalent to iv lit^ 
iXP^'^V) • Jerome. Qusest. hebr. in Gen. p. 3 ; see Tatian Orat. 5 : tf«dc ^v i v ipx'i 
riyv d) ^PX^^ Xdyov i^vaf*i¥ frapuX^j^fitv, Ignatius (Eph. 3) also called Christ, 
tf yy«/iir r00 war^c (Eph. 17: 4 yvSviQ roO ^eofP)'^ that is a more fitting expres- 
sion than \6yc^. The subordination of Christ as a heavenly being to the God- 
head, is seldom or never carefully emphasised, though it frequently comes 
plainly into prominence. Yet the author of the second Epistle of Clement 
does not hesitate to place the pre-existent Christ and the pre-existent church on 
one level, and to declare of both that God created them (c. 14). The formulae 
^etvipoOo'^eu iv ^«px/, or, ylyviv^cu vdf^, are characteristic of this Christology. 
It is worthy of special notice that the latter is found in all those New Testa- 
ment writers who have put Christianity in contrast with the Old Testament 
religion, and proclaimed the conquest of that religion by the Christian, viz., 
Paul, John, and the author of the Epistle to the Hebrews. 

I Hermas, for example, does this (therefore Link; Christologie des Hennas, 
and Weizs&cker, Gott. Gel. Anz. 1886. p. 830, declare his Christology to be directly 
pneumatic): Christ is then identified with this Holy Spirit (see Acta Archel. 
50) similarly Ignatius (ad Magn. 15): tuxnifAivot iit^piro¥ ^vtCfia, 6^ ivrtv 
*hi9oCi Xpirr^Q. This formed the transition to Gnostic conceptions on the one 
hand, to pneumatic Christology on the other. But in Hennas the real substan- 
tial thing in Jesus Christ is the v^pj^. 

N 
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yet both these seem to have been the rule. * ' Yet, in spite 
d^ of all transitional forms, the two Christologies may be clearly 
distinguished. Characteristic of the one is the development 
through which Jesus is first to become a Godlike Ruler, > 
and connected therewith, the value put on the miraculous 
event at the baptism ; of the other, a naive docetism. » For 
no one as yet thought of affirming two natures in Jesus ; * 

1 Passages may indeed be found in the earliest Gentile Christian literature, 
in which Jesus is designated Son of God, independenUy of his human birth and 
before it (so in Barnabas, against Zahn), but they are not numerous. Ignatius 
very clearly deduces the predicate '^ Son " from the birth in the flesh. Zahn, Mar- 
ceUus, p. 216 ff. 

2 The distinct designation ** Uorohivt^** is not found, though that may be an 
accident. Hennas has the thing itself quite distinctly (See Epiph. c. Alog. H. 
51. 18: V9fA^0¥T$Q <brd himpfetQ koH Mpo Xpterrbv atfrw KaM7a'$m tuti i)/dy BtoC^ 
Ktu itvm fih xp6ir§p9v ^'/Ady Mpmxw^ xark Tfoxori^v ii Mlkni^m riyy roO iiioC toV 
$$oC wpQ^ntyoptm), The stages of the icpoKOwii were undoubtedly the birth, bap- 
tism and resurrection. Even the adherents of the pneumatic Christology, could 
not at first help recognizing that Jesus, through his exaltation, got more than 
he originaUy possessed. Yet in their case, this conception was bound to become 
rudimentary, and it really did so. 

3 The settlement with Gnosticism prepared a still always uncertain end for 
this naive Docetism. Apart from Bam 5. 12, where it plainly appears, we 
have to collect laboriously the evidences of it which have not accidentaUy either 
perished or been concealed. In the communities of the second century there 
was frequently no offence taken at Gnostic docetism (see the Gospel of Peter, 
Clem. Alex., Adumbrat. in Joh. £p. I. c. i, [Zahn, Forsch. z. Gesch. des N. 
Tlichen Kanons, III. p. 87]; ^Fertur ergo in traditionibus, quoniam Johannes 
ipsum corpus, quod erat extrinsecus, tangens mannm suam in profunda misisse 
et duritiam camis nuUo modo reluctatam esse, sed locum manui praebuisse dis- 
cipuli." Also Acta Joh. p. 219 ed. 2^ahn). In spite of all his polemic against 
^^itfjofo'fc" proper, one can still perceive a ^^ moderate docetism" in Clem. Alex., 
to which indeed certain narratives in the Canonical Gospeb could not but lead. 
The so-called Apocryphal literature (Apocryphal Gospels and Acts of Apostles), 
lying on the boundary between heretical and common Christianity, and preserved 
only in scanty fragments and extensive alterations, was, it appears, throughout 
favourable to Docetism. But the later recensions attest that it was read in 
wide circles. 

4 Even such a formulation as we find in Paul {e, ^., Rom. I. 3 f. Kxrk 9'dpKM — 
xark T¥tOfia)^ does not seem to' have been often repeated (yet see i. Clem. 32. 
2). It is of value to Ignatius only, who has before his mind the full Gnostic 
contrast. But even to him we cannot ascribe any doctrine of two natures; for 
this requires as its presupposition the perception, that the divinity and human- 
ity are equaUy essential and important for the personality of the Redeemer 
Christ. Such insight, however, presupposes a measure and a cUrection of reflection, 
which the earliest period did not possess. The expression ^ivo oiv/ki Xptrroff*^ 
first appears in a fragment of Melito, whose genuineness is not, however, gener- 
ally recognised (see my Texte u. Unters. I. i. 2. p. 257). Even the definite 
expression for Christ, tffdc IS^v ifioO rt xdl Mpmro^t was fixed only in consequence 
of the Gnostic controversy. 
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the Divine dignity appeared rather, either as a gift, ^ or the 
human nature (^ipi) as a veil assumed for a time, or as 
the metamorphosis of the Spirit. ^ ahe formula that Jesus 
was a mere man {yl/tkhg iytpotwo^), was undoubtedly always^ 
and from the first, regarded as offensive. ' ) But the converse 
formulae, which identified the person of Jesus in its essence 
with the Godhead itself, do not seem to have been rejected 

1 Hennas (Sim. V. 6. 7) describes the exaltation of Jesus thus: ?ifa xai ^ 

/Ai) 96^^ riv ^itf'tdy ri}c iovM/m^ mirrilQ iro^Ktxiwtu. The point in question is a 
reward of grace which consists in a position of rank, (see Sim. V. 6. i). The 
same thing is manifest from the statements of the later Adoptians. (Cf. the 
teaching of Paul of Samosata). 

2 Barnabas, e, g.^ conceives it as a veil (5. 10 : W ykp f^ij IjAtffv fv ff'apxi, oli^ 
Hv )r«c 0/ Mfttirot io'it^iia'tn fiAiwarrtc mn-dr fht rdy fUAXovra fiii tlvttt IjfAiov ift- 
^jJirorrtQ oltx lo'x^^ova'n tU '^^i Jknrlvaf abraC Ar^o^aAfl^a^at), The fonnulation 
of the Christian idea in Celsus is instructive (c. Cels. VI. 69): ^^ Since God is 
great and not easily accessible to the view, he put his spirit in a body which 
is like our own, and sent it down in order that we might be instructed by it". 
To this conception corresponds the formula : 'ipx'^^ (^vf poOtf'tfa/) i¥ vapni (Bar- 
nabas, frequently; Polyc. £p. 7. i). But some kind of transformation must also 
have been thought of (See 2. Clem. 9. 5, and Celsus IV. 18; ^^ Either God, as 

these suppose, is really transformed into a mortal body " Apoc. Sophon. 

ed. Stem. 4. fragm. p. 10; ^^He has transformed himself into a man who 
comes to us to redeem us"). This conception might g^ow out of the formula 
0'ip( iyiviro (Ignat. ad. Eph. 7. 2. is of special importance here). . One is 
almost throughout here satisfied with stating the vd^ of Christ, that is the 
iknUta r4c vafntS^^ against the Heretics (so Ignatius who was already antignostic 
in his attitude). There is very seldom any mention of the humanity of Jesus. 
Barnabas (12), the author of the Didache (c. 10. 6. See my note on the pas- 
sage), and Tatian questioned the Davidic Sonship of Jesus, which was 
strongly emphasised by Ignatius; nay, Barnabas even expressly rejects the de- 
signation ^^Son of Man" (12. 10; V9ff xiAiy *Iif0'o</Ct ohx^ ^idc MpAxov iXAk didc 
reC 0f00, r^Tf ih tv vapiu ^gpmMQ). A docetic thought, however, lies in the 
assertion that the spiritual being Christ only assumed human flesh, however 
much the reality of the flesh may be emphasised. The passage i. Clem. 49. 6, 
is quite unique : rd afiim atrroO ^itttuv ^ip ijiiih *Iif0'00c XpirrdQ .... Hcis ri^v 
vdpxa vwip r^c 0'«pxdc Vf^v ^u^ Tn¥ irvx^iv vir^p rfiv irttx^^ ^fUiv, One would fain 
believe this an interpolation; the same idea is first found in Irenseus (V. i. i). 

3 Even Hennas does not speak of Jesus as IMpturo^ (see Link). This de- 
signation was used by the representatives of the Adoptian Christology, only 
after they had expressed their doctrine antithetically and developed it to a 
theory, and always with a certain reservation. The ^^MpttwoQ Xpi^rdQ 'Iiftf-oCc" 
in I. Tim. II. 5 is used in a special sense. The expression Mptnroq for Christ 
appears twice in the Ignatian Epistles (the third passage Smym. 4. 2: aifroG 
fu hivvanoCvToq rot rtXa/ov MpAwou ytvofUvov, apart from the ytvoftivov^ is cri- 
tically suspicious, as well as the fourth, Eph. 7. 2. see above), in both passages, 
however, in connections which seem to modify the humanity ; see Eph. 20. i : 
o/Mvofi/s ff?€ rdv xoivdy Mpmrow 'I^rotfy Xpto'Tdv, Eph. 20. 2: r^ ^<9 ^^f^ov km 
Ctl^ $toO. 
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with the same decision. ^ Yet such formulse may have been 
very rare and even objects of suspicion in the leading eccle- 
siastical circles, at least until after the middle of the second 
century we can point to them only in documents which hardly 
found approbation in wide circles. The assumption of the 
existence of at least one heavenly and eternal spiritual being 
beside God, was plainly demanded by the Old Testament 



I See above p. 185 note, p. 189 note. We have no sure evidence that the later 
so-called Modalism (Monarchianism) had representatives before the last third 
of the second century; yet the polemic of Justin, Dial. 128, seems to favour the 
idea, (the passage already presupposes controversies about the personal indepen- 
dence of the pre-existent pneumatic being of Christ beside God; but one need not 
necessarily think of such controversies within the communities; Jewish notions 
might be meant, and this, according to Apol. i. 63, is the more probable). The 
judgment is therefore so difficult, because there were numerous formulae in prac- 
tical use which could be so understood, as if Christ was to be completely iden- 
tified with the Godhead itself (see Ignat. ad £ph. 7. 2, besides Melito in Otto. 
Corp. Apol. IX. p. 419, and Noetus in the Philos. IX. 10. p. 448). These 
formulae may, in point of fact, have been so understood, here and Uiere, by the 
rude and uncultivated. The strongest again is presented in writings whose 
authority was always doubtfiil: See the Gospel of the Egyptians (Epiph. H. 
62. 2), in which must have stood a statement somewhat to this effect: r^v avrov 
itvat xaripat rbv airrdv §hat wdv, rdv a&rdv f7yd(/ii^i0y TVfOfUK, and the Acta Joh.(ed. 
Zahn p. 220 f., 240 f. : 6 iyaddc ^jeaAv dcdc 6 tVvwkotyx^oi* ^ iXiniimv^ 6 SytoQ, 6 

fievoQ, 6 T&oiii fiiiiv PityofUvtiQ 9 voevfiivfiQ T^Ttryop(aQ ivotrtpo^ xai 6ifniK6TtpoQ ^ftSv hbq 
*Ina-oOQ. In the Act. Joh. are found also prayers with the address M ^Ino-oC Xpivri 
(p. 242. 247). Even Marcion, and a part of the Montanists, — both bear witness 
to old traditions — put no value on the distinction between God and Christ, cf. 
the Apoc. Sophon. A witness to a naive Modalism is found also in the Acta 
Pionii 9 : ^^ Quem deum colls ? Respondit : Christum. Polemon (judex) : Quid ergo ? 
iste alter est? [the co-defendant Christians had immediately before confessed God 
the Creator]. Respondit: Non; sed ipse quem et ipsi pauUo ante confessi sunt; 
cf. c. 16. Yet a reasoned Modalism may perhaps be assumed here. See also 
the Martyr Acts, e,g,^ Acta Petri, Andrae, Pauli et Dionysiae i (Ruinart p. 205): 
^fU7c 0/ Xpio^dy rdv ^ffthick *ix^l*^* ^'^' iknUvb^ M^ kmv xai xon^r^^ ohpwtoti not 
y^i x«} ^uhAffOKii. ^^Oportet me magis deo vivo et vero, regi saeculorum om- 
nium Christo, sacrificium offerre". Act. Nicephor. 3 (p. 285). I take no note 
of the Testament of the twelve Patriarchs, out of which one can, of course, 
beautifully verify the strict Modalistic, and even the Adoptian Christology. 
But the Testamenta are not a primitive or Jewish Christian writing which Gentile 
Christians have revised, but a Jewish writing christianised at the end of the second 
century by a Catholic of Modalistic views. But he has given us a very imper- 
fect work, the Christology of which exhibits many contradictions. It is instruc- 
tive to find Modalism in the theology of the Simonians, which was partly formed 
according to Christian ideas; see Irenaeus I. 23. i, ^^hic igitur a multis quasi 
deus glorificatus est, et docuit semetipsum esse qui inter Judaeos quidem quasi 
filius apparuerit, in Samaria autem quasi pater descenderit, in reliquis vero 
gentibus quasi Spiritus Sanctus adventaverit. 
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writings, as they were understood; so that even those whose 
Christology did not require them to reflect on that heavenly 
being were forced to recognise it. * ([The pneumatic Christol- 
ogy, accordingly, meets us wherever there is an earnest occu- 
pation with the Old Testament, and wherever faith in Christ 
as the perfect revealer of God, occupies the foreground, there- / 
fore not in Hermas, but certainly in Barnabas, Clement, etc. 
The future belonged to this Christology, because the current 
exposition of the Old Testament seemed directly to require 
it, because (it alone permitted the close connection between 
creation and redemption, because it furnished the proof that 
the world and religion rest upon the same Divine basis, ) 
because it was represented in the most valuable writings of 
the early period of Christianity, and finally, because it had 
room for the speculations about the Logos. J On the other 
hand, no direct and natural relation to the world and to 
universal history could be given to the Adoptian Christology, 
which was originally determined eschatologically. If such a 

I That is a very important fact which clearly follows from the Shepherd. 
Even the later school of the Adoptians in Rome, and the later Adoptians in 
general, were - forced to assume a divine hypostasis beside the Godhead, which 
of course sensibly threatened their Christology. The adherents of the pneumatic 
Christology partly made a definite distinction between the pre-existent Christ 
and the Holy Spirit (see, e.g.^ I. Clem. 22.1), and partly made use of formulae 
from which one could infer an identity of the two. The conceptions about 
the Holy Spirit were still quite fluctuating; whether he is a power of God, or 
personal, whether he is identical with the pre-existent Christ, or is to be distin- 
guished from him, whether he is the servant of Christ (Tatian Orat. 13), whether 
he is only a gift of God to believers, or the (eternal Son of God, was quite 
uncertain. Hermas assumed the latter, and even Origen (de princip. prsef. c. 4) 
acknowledges that it is not yet decided whether or not the Holy Spirit is like- 
wise to be regarded as God^s Son. The baptismal formula prevented the iden- 
tification of the Holy Spirit with the pre-existent Christ, which so readily sug- 
gested itself. But so far as Christ was regarded as a wtOfMec, his further demarcation 
from the angel powers was quite uncertain, as the Shepherd of Hermas proves 
(though see I. Clem. 36). For even Justin, in a passage, no doubt, in which 
his sole purpose was to shew that the Christians were not iiBtot, could venture 
to thrust in between God, the Son and the Spirit, the good angels as beings who 
were worshipped, and adored by the Christians (Apol. i. 6. [if the text be 
genuine and not an interpolation]; see also the Suppl. of Athanagoras). Justin, 
and certainly most of those who accepted a pre-existence of Christ, conceived 
of it as a real pre-existence. Justin was quite well acquainted with the 
controversy about the independent quality of the power which proceeded 
from God. To him it is not merely, ^^ Sensus, motus, affectus dei ^*, but a ^^ personalis 
substantia" (Dial. 128). 
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relation, however, were added to it, there resulted formulae 
such as that of two Sons of God, one natural and eternal, 
and one adopted, which corresponded neither to the letter of 
the Holy Scriptures, nor to the Christian preaching. More- 
over, the revelations of God in the Old Testament made by 
Theophanies, must have seemed, because of this their form, 
much more exalted than the revelations made through a 
man raised to power and glory, which Jesus constantly seemed 
to be in the Adoptian Christology. Nay, even the mysterious 
personality of Melchisedec, without father or mother, might 
appear more impressive than the Chosen Servant, Jesus, who 
was born of Mary, to a mode of thought which, in order to 
make no mistake, desired to verify the Divine by outer marks. 
(The Adoptian Christology, that is, the Christology which is 
most in keeping with the self-witness of Jesus (the Son as the 
chosen Servant of God) is here shewn to be unable to assure 
to the Gentile Christians thoseconceptionsof Christianity which 
they regarded as of highest value.) It proved itself insufficient 
when confronted by any reflection on the relation of religion 
to the cosmos, to humanity, and to its history.*) It might, 
perhaps, still have seemed doubtful about the middle of the 
second century, as to which of the two opposing formulae, 
"Jesus is a man exalted to a Godlike dignity", and "Jesus is 
a divine spiritual being incarnate", would succeed in the Church. 
But one only needs to read the pieces] of writing which re- 
present the latter thesis, and to compare them, say, with the 
Shepherd of Hermas, in order to see to which view the future 
must belong. In saying this, however, we are anticipating; 
for the Christological reflections were not yet vigorous enough 
to overcome enthusiasm and the expectation of the speedy 
end of all things, and the mighty practical tendency of the 
new religion to a holy life did not allow any theory to be- 
come the central object of attention. But, still, it is necessary 
to refer here to the controversies which broke out at a later 
period; for the pneumatic Christology forms an essential ar- 
ticle which cannot be dispensed with in the expositions of 
Barnabas, Clement and Ignatius, and Justin shews that he 
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cannot conceive of a Christianity without the belief in a real 
pre-existence of Christ. On the other hand, the liturgical for- 
mulae, the prayers, etc., which have been preserved, scarcely 
ever take notice of the pre-existence of Christ. They either 
comprise statements which are borrowed from the Adoptian 
Christology, or they testify in an unreflective way to the 
Dominion and Deity of Christ. 

5. The ideas of Christ's work which were influential in the 
communities — Christ as Teacher: creation of knowledge, set- 
ting up of the new law; Christ as Saviour: creation of life, over- 
coming of the demons, forgiveness of sins committed in the 
time of error, — were by some, in conformity with Apostolic 
tradition and following the Pauline Epistles, positively con- 
nected with the death and resurrection of Christ, while others 
maintained them without any connection with these events. 
But one nowhere finds independent thorough reflections on 
the connection of Christ's saving work with the facts pro- 
claimed in the preaching, above all, with the death of the cross 
and the resurrection as presented by Paul. The reason of 
this undoubtedly is, that in the conception of the work of 
salvation, the procuring of forgiveness fell into the background, 
as this could only be connected, by means of the notion of 
sacrifice, with a definite act of Jesus, viz., with the surrender 
of his life. Consequently, the facts of the destiny of Jesus 
combined in the preaching, formed, only for the religious 
fancy, not for reflection, the basis of the conception of the 
work of Christ, and were therefore by many writers, Hermas 
for example, taken no notice of. Yet the idea of suflering 
freely accepted, of the cross and of the blood of Christ, oper- 
ated in wide circles as a holy mystery, in which the deepest 
wisdom and power of the Gospel must somehow lie con- 
cealed. * The peculiarity and uniqueness of the work of the 
historical Christ seemed, however, to be prejudiced by the 
assumption that Christ, essentially as the same person, was 
already in the Old Testament the Revealer of God. All 

I See the remarkable narrative about the cross in the fragment of the Gospel 
of Peter, and in Justin, Apol. I. 55. 
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emphasis must therefore fall on this — without a technical re- 
flection which cannot be proved — that the Divine revelation 
has now, through the historical Christ, become accessible and 
intelligible to all, and that the life which was promised will 
shortly be made manifest. ^ 

I We must, above all things, be on our guard here against attributing dog- 
mas to the churches, that is to say, to the writers of this period. The differ- 
ence in the answers to the question, how far and by what means, Jesus pro- 
cured salvation was very great, and the majority undoubtedly never at all raised 
the question, being satisfied with recognising Jesus as the revealer of God's 
saving will (Didache, lo. 2: ittx^ft^^oGfUv vot, irArip Uyt§, ihrip roG iyfov 6v6fut- 
t6q ffoVf cZ xetTiO'Miivua'ai h rmc Kupilai^ tifJL&v xai ihrlp rifc yvuTtuQ tuu Tr/vTscaQ 
KM iAavarta^^ fc iyvupira^ ^fuv hk *biO'oO roC wmZ6i ^^^\ without reflecting 
on the fact that this saving will was already revealed in the Old Testament. 
There is nowhere any mention of a saving work of Christ in the whole Didache, 
nay, even the Kerygma about him is not taken notice of. The extensive writing 
of Hermas shews that this is not an accident. There is absolutely no mention 
here of the birth, death, resurrection, etc., of Jesus, although the author in 
Sim. v. had an occasion for mentioning them. He describes the work of Jesus 
as (i) preserving the people whom God had chosen, (2) purifying the people 
from sin, (3) pointing out the path of life and promulgating the Divine law 
(c. c. 5. 6). This work, however, seems to have been performed by the whole 
life and activity of Jesus; even to the purifving of sin the author has only added 
the words: (tuii etbrdQ ri^ ifiaprla^ ahr&v txa^^ptrt) xoxKk wxtAva^ Kctt iroAAo^c 
x^Toi/c iivT^tiKUQ (Sim. V. 6. 2). But we must further note that Hermas held 
the proper and obligatory work of Jesus to be only the preservation of the 
chosen people (from demons in the last days, and at the end), while in the other 
two articles he saw a performance in excess of his duty, and wished undoubt- 
edly to declare therewith, that the purifying from sin and the giving of the 
law, are not, strictly speaking, integral parts of the Divine plan of salvation, 
but are due to the special goodness of Jesus (this idea is explained by Moral- 
ism). Now, as Hermas, and others, saw the saving activity of Jesus in his 
whole labours, others saw salvation given and assured in the moment of Jesus* 
entrance into the world, and in his personality as a spiritual being become flesh. 
This mystic conception, which attained such wide-spread recognition later on, 
has a representative in Ignatius, if one can at all attribute clearly conceived 
doctrines to this emotion^ confessor. That something can be declared of Jesus, 
xark wtVfia and xark vApxa — this is the mystery on which the significance of 
Jesus seems to Ignatius essentially to rest, but how far is not made clear. But 
the xA^o^ (ctlfia^ o^avpdq) and dvarrdo'iQ of Jesus, are to the same writer of great 
significance, and by forming paradoxical formube of worship, and turning to 
account reminiscences of Apostolic sayings, he seems to wish to base the whole 
salvation brought by Christ, on his suffering and resurrection (see Lightfoot on 
Eph. inscr. Vol. II, p. 25). In this connection also he here and there regards 
all articles of the Kerygma as of fundamental significance. At all events, we 
have in the Ignatian Epistles the first attempt in the post-Apostolic literature, 
to connect all the theses of the Kerygma about Jesus, as closely as possible with 
the benefits which he brought. But only the will of the writer is plain here, all else 
is confused, and what is mainly felt is, that the attempt to conceive the bless- 
ings of salvation as the fruit of the sufferings and resurrection, has deprived 
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As to the facts of the history of Jesus, the real and the 
supposed, the circumstance that they formed the ever repeat- 

them of their defmiteness and clearness. In proof we may adduce the following: 
If we leave out of account the passages in which Ignatius speaks of the neces- 
sity of repentance for the Heretics, or the Heathen, and the possibility that their 
sins may be forgiven (Philad. 3. 2:8. i; Smym. 4. i :$. 3; Eph. 10. i), there 
remains only one passage in which the forgiveness of sin is mentioned, and that 
only contains a traditional formula (Smym. 7. i : a-dp^ *hi9'oC Xpirrov, hi ^ip rHv 
eifMXpTifiy ^fifiy icaAoOvd), The same writer, who is constantly speaking of the 
'jedii^oi and AvarrAa-iQ of Christ, has nothing to say, to the communities to which 
he writes, about the forgiveness of sin. Even the concept "sin", apart from 
the passages just quoted, appears only once, viz., Eph. 14. 2: oCiiU wlvrn 
i^eeyytX^fjttvoQ AiiaprAvnt. Ignatius has only once spoken to a community about 
repentance (Smym. 9. i). It is characteristic that the summons to repentance 
runs exactly as in Hennas and 2. Clem., the conclusion only being peculiarly 
Ignatian. It is different with Barnabas, Clement and Poly carp. They (See I. Clem. 
7. 4 : 12. 7 : 21. 6 : 49. 6; Bam. 5. i ff.) place the forgiveness of sin procured by 
Jesus in the foreground, connect it most definitely with the death of Christ, and in 
some passages seem to have a conception of that connection, which reminds us of 
Paul. But this just shews that they are dependent here on Paul (or on 1st. Peter), 
and on a closer examination we perceive that they very imperfectly understand 
Paul, and have no independent insight into the series of ideas which they reproduce. 
That is specially plain in Clement. For, in the first place, he everywhere passes 
over the resurrection (he mentions it only twice, once as a guarantee of our own 
resurrection, along with the Phoenix and other guarantees 24. i, and then 
as a means whereby the Apostles were convinced that the kingdom of God 
will come 42. 3). In the second place, he in one passage declares that the 
X^P^i fAtravofaiQ was communicated to the world through the shedding of Christ's 
blood. (7. 4). But this transformation of the U^i^iq ifiafrt&v into X^P'^ idsra- 
vo/a^, plainly shews that Clement had merely taken over from tradition the spe- 
cial estimate of the death of Christ as procuring salvation; for it is meaningless 
to deduce the x^ptQ fitrotvofaQ from the blood of Christ. Bamabas testifies more 
plainly that Christ behoved to offer the vessel of his spirit as a sacrifice for 
our sins (4. 3 : 5. i), nay, the chief aim of his letter is to harmonise the correct 
understanding of die cross, the. blood, and death of Christ in connection with 
baptism, the forgiveness of sin, and sanctification (application of the idea of 
sacrifice). He also unites the death and resurrection of Jesus (5. 6: alfrbq ii 
'Aa xarapy^trp Ti¥ ^Avarw not rnv §k ¥tKpSi¥ ivdrrao'tv itf^\i, tirt iv vaptu *iitt 
altrbv <pettfipm6fivou, uwifutvw, ?ifa kos ro?^ vetrpdo'iv r^y ixayytA/av i'lroi^ xa) mlfr^i 
iciurl^ rdy Aadv rdy xtffvdy irotfi^tw ixtit/f\i, M riiQ yiJQ iiv, Hri ri^y ivdvravn 
de2>rdc Trot^vat; xptvtT): but the significance of the death of Christ is for him at 
bottom, the fact that it is the fulfilment of prophecy. But the prophecy is related, 
above all, to the significance of the tree, and so Barnabas on one occasion says 
with admirable clearness (5. 13): aMQ ii ii$4Mi9-t¥ oVru xetUlv 'iht y^p h» cti 
(uAoi/ xA6p, The notion which Bamabas entertains of the 9'dpf of Christ sug- 
gests the supposition that he could have given up all reference to the death of 
Christ, if it had not been transmitted as a fact, and predicted in the Old Testa- 
ment. Justin shews still less certainty. To him also, as to Ignatius, the cross 
(the death) of Christ is a g^eat, nay, the greatest mystery, and he sees all things 
possible in it (see Apol. i. 35, 55). He knows further, as a man acquainted 
with the Old Testament, how to borrow from it very many points of view for 
the significance of Christ's death, (Christ the sacrifice, the Paschal lamb; the 
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ed proclamation about Christ gave them an extraordinary 
significance. In addition to the birth, from the Holy Spirit 
and the Virgin, the death, the resurrection, the exaltation to 
the right hand of God, and the coming again, there now ap- 
peared more definitely the ascension to heaven, and also, though 
more uncertainly, the descent into the kingdom of the dead. 
The belief that Jesus ascended into heaven forty days after 
the resurrection, gradually made way against the older con- 
ception, according to which resurrection and ascension really 
coincided, and against other ideas which maintained a lon- 
ger period between the two events. That probably is the 
result of a reflection which sought to distinguish the first 
from the later manifestations of the exalted Christ, and it is of 
the utmost importance, as the beginning of a demarcation of 
the times. It is also very probable that the acceptance of an 
actual ascensus in ccelum^ not a mere assumption was favourable 
to the idea of an actual descent of Christ de ccelo, therefore 
to the pneumatic Christology and vice versa. But there is 
also closely connected with the ascensus in cxlum^ the notion 
of a descensus ad inferna^ which commended itself on the ground 
of Old Testament prediction* In the first century, however, 
it still remained uncertain, lying on the borders of those pro- 
ductions of religious fancy which were not able at once to 
acquire a right of citizenship in the communities. * 

death of Christ the means of redeeming men; death as the enduring of the 
curse for us; death as the victory over the devil; see Dial. 44, 90, 91, iii, 
134). But in the discussions which set forth in a more intelligible way the 
significance of Christ, definite facts from the history have no place at all, and 
Justin nowhere gives any indication of seeing in the death of Christ more than 
the mystery of the Old Testament, and thb confirmation of its trustworthiness. 
On the other hand, it cannot be mistaken that the idea of an individual right- 
eous man being able effectively to sacrifice himself for the whole, in order 
through his voluntary death to deliver them from evil, was not unknown to 
antiquity. Origen (c. Celsum. i. 31) has expressed himself on this point in a 
very instructive way. The purity and voluntariness of him who sacrifices him- 
self are here the main things. Finally, we must be on our guard against sup- 
posing that the expressions s-ctnipfx, ioFoxArfrnvt^ and the like, were as a role 
related to the deliverance from sin. In the superscription of the Epistle from 
Lyons, for example, (Euseb. H. E. V. i. 3: ol ahrnv rJfc kwohvrpAvBtt^ niih xirrn 
Kot ifiw/ia Vxtfyrfc) the future redemption is manifestly to be understood by 

I On the Ascension, see my edition of the AposL Fathers I. 2. p. 138. 
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One can plainly see that the articles contained in the Kerygma 
were guarded, and defended in their reality (x«t* iKt^iiicDt) by 
the professional teachers of the Church, against sweeping at- 
tempts at explaining them away, or open attacks on them. ^ 
But they did not yet possess the value of dogmas, for they 
were neither put in an indissoluble union with the idea of 
salvation, nor were they stereotyped in their extent, nor were 
fixed limits set to the imagination in the concrete delineation 
and conception of them. ^ 



Paul knows nothing of an Ascension, nor is it mentioned by Clement, Ignatius, 
Hennas, or Polycarp. In no case did it belong to the earliest preaching. Resur- 
rection and sitting at the right hand of God are frequently united in the for- 
mulae (Eph. I. 20: Acts) II. 32 fir.). According to Luke XXIV. 51, and Bam. 
15. 9, the ascension into heaven took place on the day of the resurrection 
(probably also according to Joh. XX. 17; see also the fragment of the Gosp. 
of Peter), and is hardly to be thought of as happening but once. (Joh. III. 
13: VI. 62; see also Rom. X. 6f.; Eph. IV. Qf.; i. Pet. III. 19 f.; very 
instructive for the origin of the notion). According to the Valentinians and 
Ophites, Christ ascended into heaven 18 months after the resurrection (Iren. I. 
3. 2: 30. 14), according to the Ascension of Isaiah 545 days (ed. Dillmann. 
PP- 43* 57 etc.), according to Pistis Sophia 11 years after the resurrection. The 
statement that the Ascension took place 40 days after the resurrection is first 
found in the Acts of the Apostles. The position of the iy<Ai^f<^ tv ^tf$)f, in 
the fragment of an old Hymn, i. Tim. III. 16, is worthy of note, in so far as 
it follows the H^^ iyyi^oti, i^p^x'^^ '^ *49vi9't¥, Iwtrrti^^ iv i^Tfitfi. Justin 
speaks very frequently of the Ascension into heaven (see also Aristides). It is 
to him a necessary part of the preaching about Christ. On the descent into 
hell, see the collection of passages in my edition of the Apost. Fathers, III. 
p. 232. It is important to note, that it is found already in the Gospel of Peter 
{Mpvl;aQ to7q Hoifuiiiivot^i vaO) and that even Marcion recognised it (in Iren. I. 
27. 3), as well as the Presbyter of Iremeus (IV. 27. 2) and Ignatius (ad Magn. 
9. 3), see also Celsus in Orig. II. 43. The witnesses to it are very numerous, 
see Huidekoper, ^ The belief of the first three centuries concerning Christ*s Mis- 
sion to the under-world.*' New York. 1876. 

1 See the Pastoral Epistles, and the Epistles of Ignatius and Polycarp. 

2 The ^^ facts" of the history of Jesus were handed down to the following 
period as mysteries predicted in the Old Testament, but the idea of sacrifice 
was specially attached to the death of Christ, certainly without any closer 
definition. It is very noteworthy that in the Romish baptismal confession, the 
Davidic Sonship of Jesus, the baptism, the descent into the under-world, and 
the setting up of a glorious Kingdom on the earth, are not mentioned. These 
articles do not appear even in the parallel confessions which began to be 
formed. The hesitancy that yet prevailed here with regard to details, is manifest 
from the fact, for example, that instead of the formula, ^^ Jesus was bom of 
(««) Mary," is found the other, "He was bom through (hk) Mary (see Justin 
Apol. I. 22. 31-33. 54. 63; Dial. 23, 43, 45, 48, 57, 54, 63, 66, 75, 85, 87, 
100, 10$, 120, 127). Iren. (I. 7. 2) and Tertull. (de carne 20) first contested 
the ha against the Valentinians. 
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§ 7. The Worships the Sacred Ordinances^ and the 
Organisation of the Churches. 

It is necessary to examine the original forms of the worship 
and constitution, because of the importance which they acquired 
in the following period even for the development of doctrine. 

I. In accordance with the purely spiritual idea of God, it 
was a fixed principle that only a spiritual worship is well 
pleasing to Him, and that all ceremonies are abolished, lv» 
xaivhg vifiog rod xuplot/ iifiuv ^Itiaou Xpivrou fiii iviposTOwoliiTOV Ixv 
Tiiv Tcpov^opiv. ^ But as the Old Testament and the Apostolic 
tradition made it equally certain that the worship of God is 
a sacrifice, the Christian worship of God was set forth under 
the aspect of the spiritual sacrifice. In the most general sense 
it was conceived as the offering of the heart and of obedience, 
as well as the consecration of the whole personality, body and 
soul (Rom. XIII. i) to God. * Here, with a change of the 
figure, the individual Christian and the whole community were 
described as a temple of God. * In a more special sense, 
prayer as thanksgiving and intercession, * was regarded as the 
sacrifice which was to be accompanied, without constraint 
or ceremony, by fasts and acts of compassionate love. • Finally, 

1 This was strongly emphasised; see my remarks on Bam. 2. 3. The Jewish 
coitus is often brought very close to the heathen, by Gentile Christian writers. 
Praed. Petri (Clem. Strom. VI. 5. 41): kouvQ^ t^v didv hk roO Xfta-roG o't^^fuA*. 
The statement in Joh. IV. 24, Tvifffia 6 tfedc. Hat ro^^ ^povKWoCvra^ ahrw hf 
TVft/fMKTi xm &?^UleL itt ^poa-xwtlv, was for long the guiding principle for the 
Christian worship of God. 

2 Ps. LI. 19) is thus opposed to the ceremonial system (Bam. 2. 10). Poly- 
carp consumed by fire is (Mart. 14. i) compared to a xfidc tT/rtifieQ ix fieyd^ov 
TTOiiiv/ov elf xpov^pAv^ dXoxavTUfia iixrbv r^ 9e^ firotiAavfUvov. 

3 See Bam. 6. 15: 16. 7-9; Tatian Orat. 15; Ignat. ad Eph. 9. 15; Herm. 
Mand. V. etc. The designation of Christians as priests is not often found. 

4 Justin, Apol. I. 9: Dial. 117: "^Ori /li^y oZv xoi tl/x^ '^^ ivx/etpt^rtai^ \hc6 
r&v i%fu¥ ytv6iit¥at, i^iAetm ii6vai xai thAptrro( tWt r^ $t^ ^wfxi, xa* edfT6Q 
^fi*\ see also still the later Fathers: Clem. Strom. VII. 6. 31: ^(liiQ it* 
c^X^C rtfi&iuv rdy 0£dy, xeu ra^rtfy rifv ^vHen ipimiv, xai ^tatrAnnv fitrk hxou" 
oa^vtif ^axtfiTOfm r^ hxet/qt A^qf,, Iren. III. 18. 3. Ptolem. ad Floram. 3 : xpoo'^pk^ 

^vpuafiArin i^Kk hk wvtvfiarixSiv dtvttv xai So^Sv xai tvx^ptrrtaQ xai hk r^c ti^ 
ToifQ TAifO'/ffy xotvuDftat; xai thTTOtla^, 

5 The Jewish regulations about fastings, together with the Jewish system of 
sacrifice were rejected: but on the other hand, in virtue of words of the Lord, 
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prayers offered by the worshipper in the public worship of 
the community, and the gifts brought by them, out of which 
were taken the elements for the Lord's supper, and which were 
used partly in the common meal, and partly in support of 
the poor, were regarded as sacrifice in the most special sense 
{jrpoa^opi^ iupa), ^ CFor the following period, however, it became 
of the utmost importance, (i) that the idea of sacrifice ruled - 
the whole worship, (2) that it appeared in a special manner ^ 
in the celebration of the Lord's supper, and consequently 
invested that ordinance with a new meaning, (3) that the sup- 
port of the poor, alms, especially such alms as had been gained ^ 
by prayer and fasting, was placed under the category of sacri- 
fice (Heb. XIIL 16); for this furnished the occasion for giving 
the widest application to the idea of sacrifice, and thereby 
substituting for the original Semitic Old Testament idea of 
sacrifice with its spiritual interpretation, the Greek idea with 
its interpretation. ^ It may, however, be maintained, that the 

fasts were looked upon as a necessary accompaniment of prayer, and definite 
arrangements were already made for them (see Bam. 3; Didache 8; Herm. Sim. 
V. I ff). The fast is to have a special value from the fact that whatever one 
saved by means of it, is to be given to the poor (see Hermas and Aristides 
Apol. 15; ^^And if any one among the Christians is poor and in want, and 
they have not overmuch of the means of life, they fast two or three days, in 
order that they may provide those in need with the food they require"). The 
statements of James. I. 27: Sf^o'ta/ti tM^apk Km iiiiarro^ waph rt^ \i^ xai xeerpi 
aVni harfv, Wtv-tuTrnv^eu 6p^a¥^Q Hoi x^P^^ *^ "^9 M4ftt e^r&v, was again and 
again inculcated in diverse phraseology (Polycarp. Ep. 4. called the Widows 
^vvtciTT^piov of the community). Where moralistic views preponderated, as in 
Hermas and 2. Clement, good works were already valued in detail; prayers, 
fasts, alms, appeared separately, and there was already introduced, especially 
under the influence of the so-called deutero-canonical writings of the Old Testa- 
ment, the idea of a special meritoriousness of certain performances, in fasts and 
alms (see 2. Clem. 16. 4). Still, the idea of the Christian moral life as a 
whole, occupied the foreground (see Didache cc. 1-5), and the exhortations to 
love God and one^s neighbour, which, as exhortations to a moral life, were 
brought forward in every conceivable relation, supplemented the general summons 
to renounce the world, just as the official diaconate of the churches origin- 
ating in the cultus, prevented the decomposition of them into a society of 
ascetics. 

1 For details, see below in the case of the Lord^s Supper. It is specially 
important that even charity, through its union with the cultus, appeared as sac- 
rificial worship (see. e. ^., Polyc. Ep. 4. 3). 

2 The idea of sacrifice adopted by the Gentile Christian communities, was 
that which was expressed in individual prophetic sayings, and in the Psalms, a 
spiritualising of the Semitic Jewish sacrificial ritual, which, however, had not 
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changes imposed on the Christian religion by Catholicism, are 
at no point so obvious and far-reaching, as in that of sacri- 
fice, and especially in the solemn ordinance of the Lord's 
supper, which w^ placed in such close connection with the 
idea of sacrifice. 

2. When in the " Teaching of_ the Apostles," which may 
be regarded here as a classic document, the discipline of life 
in accordance with the words of the Lord, Baptism, the order 
of fasting and prayer, especially the regular use of the Lord's 
prayer, and the Eucharist are reckoned the articles on which 
the Christian community rests, and when the common Sunday 
offering of a sacrifice made pure by a brotherly disposition, 
and the mutual exercise of discipline are represented as deci- 
sive for the stability of the individual community, * we per- 
ceive that the general idea of a pure spiritual worship of God 
has nevertheless been realised in definite institutions, and that, 
above all, it has included the traditional sacred ordinances, 
and adjusted itself to them as far as that was possible. ^ This 
could only take effect under the idea of the symbolical, and 
therefore this idea was most firmly attached to these ordinan- 
ces. But the symbolical of that time is not to be considered 
as the opposite of the objectively real, but as the mysterious, 
the God produced {fivffTiipiov), as contrasted with the natural, 
the profanely clear. As to Baptism, which was administered 
in the name of the Father, Son and Spirit, though Cyprian, 
Ep. 73. 16-18, felt compelled to oppose the custom of baptising 
in the name of Jesus, we noted above (Chap. IIL p. 161 f) 
that it was regarded as the bath of regeneration, and as renewal 
of life, inasmuch as it was assumed, that by it the sins of the 



altogether lost its original features. The entrance of Greek ideas of sacrifice 
cannot be traced before Justin. Neither was there as yet any reflection as to 
the connection of the sacrifice of the church with the sacrifice of Christ upon 
the cross. 

X See my Texte und Unters. z. Gesch. d. Altchristl. Lit. II. i. 2. p. 88 fT. 
p. I37ff. 

2 There neither was a ^ doctrine" of Baptism and the Lord^s Supper, nor was 
there any inner connection presupposed between these holy actions. They were 
here and there placed together as actions by the Lord. 



Chap, in.] COMMON FAITH AND BEGINNINGS OF KNOWLEDGE 20/ 

past state of blindness were blotted out. ^ But as faith was 
looked upon as the necessary condition, ^ and as on the other 
hand, the forgiveness of the sins of the past was in itself 
deemed worthy of God,' the asserted specific result of baptism 
remained still very uncertain, and the hard tasks which it 
imposed, might seem more important than the merely retrospec- 
tive gifts which it proffered. ^ Under such circumstances the 
rite could not fail to lead believers about to be baptized, to 
attribute value here to the mysterious as such. * But that 
always creates a state of things which not only facilitates, but 
positively prepares for the introduction of new and strange 
ideas. For neither fancy nor reflection can long continue in 
the vacuum of mystery. The names v^payU and ^uTiVfiig, which 
at that period came into fashion for baptism, are instructive, 
inasmuch as neither of them is a direct designation of the 
presupposed effect of baptism, the forgiveness of sin, and as, 
besides, both of them evince a Hellenic conception. Baptism 



1 Melito, Fragm. XII. (Otto, Corp. Apol. IX. p. 418). A^o rw^mf rk U^(ri¥ 
dfiapTtifidrmv wapix^f^^t ^^0^ hit Xptvr^ nm fidTrnvfAO, 

2 There is no sure trace of infant baptism in this epoch; personal faith is a 
necessary condition (see Hermas, Vis. III. 7. 3; Justin, Apol. i. 6|). ^^Priusest 
praedicare posterius tinguere** (TertuU. de bapt. 14). 

3 On the basis of repentance. See Praed. Petri in Clem. Strom. VI. 5. 43, 48. 

4 See especially the second Epistle of Clement; TertuU. de bapt. 15: ^^ Felix 
aqua quae semel abluit, quae ludibrio peccatoribus non est". 

5 The sinking and rising in baptism, and the immersion, were regarded as 
significant, but not indispensable symbols, (see Didache. 7). The most important 
passages for baptism are Didache 7: Bam. 6. 11: 11. i. 11 (the connection in 
which the cross of Christ is here placed to the water is important; the tertium 
comp. is that forgiveness of sin is the result of both); Herm. Vis. III. 3, Sim. 
IX. 16, Mand IV. 3 (Mpa /urAtota obx %mv §1 iiij iuiini, ^t th ^^«if Korifimuv 
not kkifioumf lii^rn dfiafriAY iifi&v t&y Trporifmv); 2 Clem. 6. 9: 7. 6 : 8. 6. Peculiar is 
Ignat. ad Polyc. 6. 2: rd fidTrrtcfm fiiim fuvirm Aq SfirAa. Specially important 
is Justin, Apol. I. 61. 65. To this also belongs many passages from Tertullian's 
treatise ^^ de bapt " ; a Gnostic baptismal hymn in the third psuedo-Solomonic ode 
in the Pistis Sophia, p. 131 ed. Schwartze; Marcion^s baptismal formula in Ir- 
enaeus i. 21. 3. It clearly follows from the seventh chapter of the Didache, 
that its author held that the pronouncing of the sacred names over the baptised, 
and over the water, was essential, but that immersion was not; see the thorough 
examination of this passage by Schaff, ^^The oldest church manual called the 
teaching of the twelve Apostles" p. 29-57. The controversy about the nature 
of John's baptism in its relation to Christian baptism, is very old in Christen- 
dom, see also TertuU. ^^de bapt". 10. TertuUian sees in John's baptism only 
a baptism to repentance, not to foi^veness. 
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in being called the seal, ^ is regarded as the guarantee of a 
blessing, not as the blessing itself, at least the relation to it 
remains obscure ; in being called enlightenment, * it is placed 
directly under an aspect that is foreign to it. It would be 
different if we had to think of ^urivfiig as a gift of the Holy- 
Spirit, which is given to the baptised, as real principle of a 
new life and miraculous powers. But the idea of a necessary 
union of baptism with a miraculous communication of the 
Spirit, seems to have been lost very early, or to have become 
uncertain, the actual state of things being no longer favourable 
to it ; ^ at any rate, it does not explain the designation of 
baptism as (pungfiig. 

1 In Hermas and 2. Clement. The expression probably arose from the lan- 
guage of the mysteries: see Appuleius, de Magia 55: ^^Sacrorum pleraque initia 
in Grsecia participavi. Eonim quaedam signa et monumenta tradita mihi a 
sacerdotibus sedulo conservo." Ever since the Gentile Christians conceived bap- 
tism (and the Lord's supper) according to the mysteries, they were of course 
always surprised by the parallel with the mysteries themselves. That begins 
with Justin. TertuUian, de bapt. 5, says : ^^ Sed enim nationes extraneae, ab omni 
intellectu spiritalium potestatum eadem efficacia idolis suis subministrant. Sed 
viduis aquis sibi mentiuntur. Nam et sacris quibusdam per lavacrum initiantur, 
Isidis alicujus aut Mithrse; ipsos etiam deos suos lavationibus efferunt. Ceterum 
villas, domos, templa totasque urbes aspergine circumlatae aquae expiant passim. 
Certe ludis ApoUinaribus et Eleusiniis tinguuntur, idque se in regenerationem 
et impunitatem periuriorum suorum agere praesumunt. Item penes veteres, quis- 
quis se homicidio Infecerat, purgatrices aquas explorabat." De praeser. 40: 
^^Diabolus ipsas quoque res saciamentorum divinorum idolorum mysteriis aemu- 
latur. Tingit et ipse quosdam, utique credentes et fideles suos; expositionem 
delictorum de lavacro repromittit, et si adhuc memini, Mithras signat illic in 
frontibus milites suos, celebrat et panis oblationem et imaginem resurrectionis 
inducit .... summum pontificem in unius nuptiis statuit, habet et vi^nes, habet 
et continentes." The ancient notion, that matter has a mysterious influence on 
spirit, came very early into vogue in connection with baptism. We see that from 
Tertullian*s treatise on baptism and his speculations about the power of the 
water (c. i ff.). The water must, of course, have been first consecrated for this 
purpose (that is, the demons must be driven out of it). But then it is holy 
water with which the Holy Spirit is united, and which is able really to cleanse 
the soul. See Hatch, "The influence of Greek ideas, etc.," p. 19. The conse- 
cration of the water is certainly very old: though we have no definite witnesses 
from the earliest period. Even for the exorcism of the baptised before baptism 
I know of no earlier witness them the Sentent. LXXXVII episcoporum (Hartel. 
Opp. Cypr. I. p. 450, No. 37: "primo per manus impositionem in exorcismo, 
secundo per baptismi regenerationem." 

2 Justin is the first who does so (1. 61). The word comes from the Greek 
mysteries. On Justin's theory of baptism, see also I. 62. and Von Engelhardt, 
" Christenthum Justin's," p. 102 f. 

3 Paul unites baptism and the communication of the Spirit; but they were 
very soon represented apart, see the accounts in the Acts of the Apostles, 
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As regards the Lord's Supper, the most important point is 
that its celebration became more and more the central point, ^_^ 
not only for the worship of the Church, but for its very life 
as a Church. The form of this celebration, the common meal, 
made it appear to be a fitting expression of the brotherly -1- 
unity of the community (on the public confession before the 
meal, see Didache, 14, and my notes on the passage). The 
prayers which it included presented themselves as vehicles 
for bringing before God, in thanksgiving and intercession, every 
thing that affected the community; and the presentation of 
the elements for the holy ordinance was naturally extended 
to the offering of gifts for the poor brethren, who in this way 
received them from the hand of God himself. In all these 
respects, however, the holy ordinance appeared as a sacrifice ^ 
of the community, and indeed, as it was also named, «u;^«p/0'T/«, 
a sacrifice of thanksgiving. ^ As an act of sacrifice, all the 

which are certainly very obscure, because the author has evidently never him- 
self observed the descent of the Spirit, or anything like it. The ceasing of 
special manifestations of the Spirit in and after baptism, and the enforced re- 
nunciation of seeing baptism accompanied by special shocks, must be regarded 
as the first stage in the sobering of the churches. 

2 The idea of the whole transaction of the Supper as a sacrifice, is plainly 
found in the Didache, (c. 14), in Ignatius, and, above all, in Justin (I. 65 f.). 
But even Clement of Rome presupposes it, when in (cc. 40-44) he draws a 
parallel between bishops and deacons and the Priests and Levites of the Old 
Testament, describing as the chief function of the former (44. 4) Tpo9'^pttv rk 
i&pa. This is not the place to enquire whether the first celebration had, in 
the mind of its founder, the character of a sacrificial meal; but, certainly, the 
idea, as it was already developed at the time of Justin, had been created by 
the churches. Various reasons tended towards seeing in the Supper a sacrifice. 
In the first place, Malachi. i. 11, demanded a solemn Christian sacrifice: see 
my notes on Didache, 14. 3. In the second place, all prayers were regarded 
as sacrifice, and therefore the solemn prayers at the Supper must be specially 
considered as such. In the third place, the words of institution roGro xotelrg, 
contained a command with regard to a definite religious action. Such an action, 
however, could only be represented as a sacrifice, and this the more, that the 
Gentile Christians might suppose that they had to understand xottlv in the sense 
of 6htv. In the fourth place, payments in kind were necessary for the ^^ agapae " 
connected with the Supper, out of which were taken the bread and wine for 
the Holy celebration; in what other aspect could these offerings in the worship 
be regarded than as tepoo'^pai for the purpose of a sacrifice ? Yet the spiritual 
idea so prevailed that only the prayers were regarded as the ^vHct proper, even 
in the case of Justin (Dial. 1 1 7). The elements are only dfipa, fepov^paiy which 
obtain their value from the prayers, in which thanks are given for the g^ifts of 
creation and redemption, as well as for the holy meal, and entreaty is made for 
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termini technici which the Old Testament applied to sacrifice 
could be applied to it, and all the wealth of ideas which the 
Old Testament connects with sacrifice, could be transferred 
to it. One cannot say that anything absolutely foreign was 
therewith introduced into the ordinance, however doubtful it 
may be whether in the idea of its founder the meal was thought 
of as a sacrificial meal. But it must have been of the most 
wide-reaching significance, that a wealth of ideas was in this 
way connected with the ordinance, which had nothing what- 
ever in common, either with the purpose of the meal as a 
memorial of Christ's death, * or with the mysterious symbols of 
the body and blood of Christ. The result was that the one 
transaction obtained a double value. At one time it appeared 
as the Trpoff^opi and tuvla of the Church, ' as the pure sacrifice 
which is presented to the great king by Christians scattered 
over the world, as they offer to him their prayers, and place 
before him again what he has bestowed in order to receive 
it back with thanks and praise. But there is no reference in 
this to the mysterious words that the bread and wine are the 
body of Christ broken, and the blood of Christ shed for the for- 
giveness of sin. These words, in and of themselves, must have 
challenged a special consideration. They called forth the 
recognition in the sacramental action, or rather in the con- 
secrated elements, of a mysterious communication of God, a 
gift of salvation, and this is the second aspect. But on a purely 

the introduction of the community into the Kingdom of God (see Didache, 9. 
10). Therefore, even the sacred meal itself is called tlfx»P'^'rl» (Justin, Apol. 
I. 66 : ii Tpo^ aXirti xaXMirett xap* ^iit¥ 9bx^ptvr(a, Didache, 9. i : Ignat.), 
because it is r^o^ thx^ptcrnUlffo, It is a mistake to suppose that Justin al- 
ready understood the body of Christ to be the object of xotitv, and therefore 
thought of a sacrifice of this body (I. 66). The real sacrificial act in the Supper 
consists rather, according to Justin, only in the fv^ap/a^/ay Toith, whereby the 
Koiv^Q UpTOQ becomes the tiproQ r9c t^x^ptor/a^. The sacrifice of the Supper in 
its essence, apart from the offering of alms, which in the practice of the Church 
was closely united with it, is nothing but a sacrifice of prayer: die sacrificial 
act of the Christian here also is nothing else than an act of prayer (see Apol. 
I. 13, 65-67; Dial. 28, 29, 41, 70, 116-118). 

1 Justin lays special stress on this purpose. On the other hand, it is wanting 
in the Supper prayers of the Didache, unless c. 9. 2 be regarded as an allu- 
sion to it. 

2 The designation Suvfa is first found in the Didache, c. 14. 
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spiritual conception of the Divine gift of salvation, the bless- 
ings mediated through the Holy Supper could only be 
thought of as spiritual (faith, knowledge, or eternal life), and 
the consecrated elements could only be recognised as the 
mysterious vehicles of these blessings. There was yet no 
reflection on the distinction between symbol and vehicle; the 
symbol was rather regarded as the vehicle, and vice versa. 
We shall search in vain for any special relation of the par- 
taking of the consecrated elements to the forgiveness of sin. 
That was made impossible by the whole current notions of 
sin and forgiveness. That on which value was put was the 
strengthening of faith and knowledge, as well as the guar- 
antee of eternal life, and a meal in which there was appro- 
priated not merely common bread and wine, but a rpo^ii 
irv€VfictTixii, seemed to have a bearing upon these. There 
was as yet little reflection; but there can be no doubt that 
thought here moved in a region bounded, on the one hand, 
by the intention of doing justice to the wonderful words of 
institution which had been handed down, and on the other 
hand, by the fundamental conviction that spiritual things can 
only be got by means of the Spirit. * There was thus at- 

I The Supper was regarded as a ^^ Sacrament " in so far as a blessing was 
represented in its holy food. The conception of the natare of this blessing as 
set forth in John VI. 27-58, appears to have been the most common. It may 
be traced back to Ignatius, ad Eph. 20. 2: Vva tiprov xAAvrc^ Kc i^'rtv ^pitwurt 
idcevav/aq, ivrfioroQ roG fAfj iwo^ecvhv, iAA^s f^v cv ^hnvoO Xptrrt^ hh irenrdQ; Cf. 
Didache, 10. 3: ^fuv i^Ap/rw wtvfiartKiiv rpo^ifv tuti Tordv Kcii ^uifv alAwimfi also 
10. 21 : thx^P^^'^^^l'^ '^* ^^^P ^^^ yvwo'ffwc >ms) xf^reuQ x»t &^ava9(»i. Justin 
Apol. I. 66: I* rSf( rpo^^^ ra^niQ alfiet xdi erdfKtg Kxrk inrcifiofitiv rfi^rrat 
Mftfiv (tutrk furafioXiliv^ that is, the holy food, like all nourishment, is completely 
transformed into our flesh; but what Justin has in view here is most probably 
the body of the resurrection. The expression, as the context shews, is chosen 
for the sake of the parallel to the incarnation). Iren. IV. 18. 5: V. 2. 2 f . 
As to how the elements are related to the body and blood of Christ, Ignatius 
seems to have expressed himself in a strictly realistic way in several passages, 
especially ad. Smyr. 7. i : ihxapto^^ei^ not Tfoavx^Q i»^%«vT«< iih rd fti^ SiioXo- 
ytlv, T^v thxi^pirrien v^piut theu roG aurlipoq iffAflv 'Iiffl-oO Xpto^roC, t^v v^ip r&¥ 
(iliapTta¥ iifA&v Ta^oGrcn. But many passages shew that Ignatius was far from 
such a conception, and rather thought as John did. In TraU. 8. faith is described 
as the flesh, and love as the blood of Christ; in Rom. 7. in one breath the 
flesh of Christ is caUed the bread of God, and the blood iyiflnf ii(p9apT0Q. In 
Philad. I. we read: tfTf*« 'I- Xp. ifn^ jotiv x»f^ aluvio^ tccii ^ap^iAOvoQ, In Philad. 
5. the Gospel is called the flesh* of Christ, etc. Hofling is therefore right in 
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tached to the Supper the idea of sacrifice, and of a sacred gift 
guaranteed by God. The two things were held apart, for 
there is as yet no trace of that conception, according to which 
the body of Christ represented in the bread " is the sacrifice 
offered by the community. But one feels almost called upon 
here to construe from the premises the later development of 
the idea, with due regard to the ancient Hellenic ideas of 
sacrifice. 

3. The natural distinctions among men, and the differences 
of position and vocation which these involve, were not to be 

y abolished in the Church, notwithstanding the independence 
and equality of every individual Christian, but were to be 
consecrated: above all, every relation of natural piety was to 
be respected. Therefore the elders also acquired a special 

I authority, and were to receive the utmost deference and due 

saying (Lehre v. Opfer, p. 39): ^^The Eucharist is to Ignatius 9A\^\ of Christ, 
as a visible Gospel, a kind of Divine institution attesting the content of T/ff-r/c, 
viz., belief in the 9&\f\ ira$oOa'a, an institution which is at the same time, to the 
community, a means of representing and preserving its unity in this belief." 
On the other hand, it cannot be mistaken that Justin (Apol. I. 66) presupposed 
the identity, miraculously produced by the Logos, of the consecrated bread and 
the body he had assumed. In this we have probably to recognise an influence 
on the conception of the Supper, of the miracle represented in the Greek Mys- 
teries: OlfX <^C Mn6v UfTOv oifih xot¥^¥ T6fia roGra ^afifi^voiitv, <lAA* Bv r^dirov 
hk Ad^ov 4ffp0 vapnoxoni^h^ ^hiroCQ Xpivr^^ 6 amiiip ^fiAv ttai rdftut xeu atfia vwip 
o-tmif/aQ t^fiiffy '^'X^^* o&r«c mt^ r^ ii^ t^X^^ A^ov r00 Tap* ainroG g(fX»P*^Tii$t79'ae}f 
rpo^v, c{ ifc tf/f xai ^iptuQ xark ftfrff/SoA^y rpi^ovrm iffifiv, ixMhev reO vapKO- 
TottiUvTOQ *Iif0'0i/ iur2 c^ptut Koti atfia ih^^x^l*'^ '^^^' (see Von Otto on the pas- 
sage). In the Texte u. Unters. VII. 2. p. iiyff., I have shewn that in the 
different Christian circles of the second century, water and only water was often 
used in the Supper instead of wine, and that in many regions this custom was 
maintained up to the middle of the third century (see Cypr. Ep. 63). I have 
endeavoured to make it further probable, that even Justin in his Apology describes 
a celebration of the Lord's Supper with bread and water. The latter has been 
contested by Zahn, ^^ Bread and wine in the Lord's Supper, in the early Church,'' 
1892, and jQlicher, Zur Gesch. der Abendmahlsfeier in der aeltesten Kirche 
(Abhandl. f. WeizsScker, 1892. p. 217 if.). 

I Ignatius calls the thankoffering the flesh of Christ, but the concept ^^ flesh 
of Christ " is for him itself a spiritual one. On the contrary, Justin sees in the 
bread the actual flesh of Christ, but does not connect it with the idea of 
sacrifice. They are thus both as yet far from the later conception. The numer- 
ous allegories which are already attached to the Supper, (one bread equivalent 
to one community; many scattered grains bound up in the one bread, equi- 
valent to the Christians scattered abroad in the world, who are to be gathered 
together into the Kingdom of God; one altar, equivalent to one assembly of 
the community excluding private worship, etc.,) cannot as a group be adduced here. 
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obedience. But, however important the organisation that was 
based on the distinction between Tptv^iripot and yicirtpoi, it 
ought not to be considered as characteristic of the Churches, 
not even where there appeared at the head of the commu* 
nity a college of chosen elders, as was the case in the 
greater communities and perhaps soon everywhere. On the 
contrary, only an organisation founded on the gifts of the 
Spirit {x»pl^fi»Tot), bestowed on the Church by God, * corres- 
ponded to the original peculiarity of the Christian community. 
The Apostolic age therefore transmitted a twofold organi-//* 
sation to the communities. The one was based on the 
haxovU Toy ^h^ou, and was regarded as established directly 
by God; the other stood in the closest connection with the ^ 
economy of the church, above all with the offering of gifts, and 
so with the sacrificial service. (In the first were men speaking 
the word of God, commissioned and endowed by God and be- '-" 
stowed on Christendom, not on a particular community, who 
as iTrhvTo^oi^ irpo^^Tcti, and iiiiffKotXoi had to spread the Grospel, 
that is to edify the Church of Christ. They were regarded 
as the real iiyovfievot in the communities, whose words given 
them by the Spirit all were to accept in faith, (in the second 
were iTrljKoirot and iixKovoi, appointed by the individual con- 
gregation and endowed with the charisms of leading and help- 
ing, who had to receive and administer the gifts, to perform 
the sacrificial service (if there were no prophets present), and 
take charge of the affairs of the community. * It lay in the 

1 Cf. for the following my arguments in the larger edition of the ^^ Teaching 
of the Apostles" Chap. 5. (Texte u. Unters. II. i. 2). The numerous recent 
enquiries (Loening, Loofs, R^ville etc.) will be found referred to in Sohm*s 
Kirchenrecht. Vol. I. 1892, where the most exhaustive discussions are given. 

2 That the bishops and deacons were, primarily, officials connected with the 
cultus, is most clearly seen from i Clem. 40-44, but also from the connection in 
which the 14th Chap, of the Didache stands with the 15th (see the otv 15.1) 
to which Hatch in conversation called my attention. The ^iA0|fv/a, and the 
intercourse with other communities (the fostering of the ''unitas") belonged, 
above all, to the affairs of the church. Here, undoubtedly, from the beginning 
lay an important part of the bishop^s duties. Ramsay Q^ The Church in the Roman 
Empire," p. 361 ff.) has emphasised this point exclusively, and therefore one-sid- 
edly. According to him, the monarchical Episcopate sprang from the officials 
who were appointed ad hoc and for a time, for the purpose of promoting inter- 
course with other churches. 
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nature of the case that as a rule the IwhKoiroi, as independent 
officials, were chosen from among the elders, and might thus 
coincide with the chosen xp$vfiir€poi. But a very important 
development takes place in the second half of our epoch. 
^The prophets and teachers — as the result of causes which 
followed the naturalising of the Churches in the world — fell 
more and more into the background, and their function, the 
solemn service of the word, began to pass over to the offi- 
cials of the community,) the bishops, who already played a 
great r61e in the public worship.^ At the same time, however, 
it appeared more and more fitting to entrust one official, as 
chief leader (superintendent of public worship), with the recep- 
tion of gifts and their administration, together with the care 
of the unity of public worship, that is, to appoint one bishop 
instead of a number of bishops, leaving, however, as before, the 
college of presbyters, as irpoivrifjavoi rijg iKKkvivicn;, a kind of 
senate of the community, t Moreover, the idea of the chosen 
bishops and deacons as the antitypes of the Priests and Le- 
vites, had been formed at an early period in connection with 
the idea of the new sacrifice. But we find also the idea, which 
is probably the earlier of the two, that the prophets and 
teachers, as the commissioned preachers of the word, are the 
priests. The hesitancy in applying this important allegory 
must have been brought to an end by the disappearance of 
the latter view. But it must have been still more important 
that the bishops, or bishop, in taking over the functions of 
the old XctXovyreq rbv xdyov, who were not Church officials, took 

I Sohm (in the work mentioned above) seeks to prove that the monarchical 
Episcopate originated in Rome and is already presupposed by Hennas. I hold 
that the proof for this has not been adduced, and I must also in great part reject 
the bold statements which are fastened on to the first Epistle of Clement, lliey 
may be comprehended in the proposition which Sohm, p. 158, has placed at the 
head of his discussion of the Epistle. ^^The first Epistle of Clement makes an 
epoch in the history of the organisation of the Church. It was destined to put 
an end to the early Christian constitution of the Church." According to Sohm 
(p. 165), another immediate result of the Epistle was a change of constitution 
in the Romish Church, the introduction of the monarchical Episcopate. That, 
however, can only be asserted, not proved ; for the proof which Sohm has endeav- 
oured to bring from Ignatius' Epistle to the Romans and the Shepherd of 
Hennas, is not convincing. 
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over also the profound veneration with which they were re- 
garded as the special organs of the Spirit. But the condition 
of the organisation in the communities about the year 140, 
seems to have been a very diverse one. Here and there, no 
doubt, the convenient arrangement of appointing only one 
bishop was carried out, while his functions had not perhaps 
been essentially increased, and the prophets and teachers were 
still the great spokesmen. Conversely, there may still have 
been in other communities a number of bishops, while the 
prophets and teachers no longer played regularly an impor- 
tant role. A fixed organisation was reached, and the Apostolic 
episcopal constitution established, only in consequence of the 
so-called Gnostic crisis, which was epoch-making in every 
respect. One of its most important presuppositions, and one 
that has struck very deep into the development of doctrine must, 
however, be bo;"ne in mind here. As the Churches traced 
back all the laws according to which they lived, and all the 
blessings they held sacred, to the tradition of the twelve 
Apostles, because they regarded them as Christian only on 
that presupposition, they also in like manner, as far as we 
can discover, traced back their organisation of presbyters, 
Le.^ of bishops and deacons, to Apostolic appointment, ^he 
notion which followed quite naturally was, that the Apostles them- 
selves had appointed the first church officials. ^ ) That idea may 
have found support in some actual cases of the kind, but this 
does not need to be considered here; for these cases would 
not have led to the setting up of a theory. But the point 
in question here is a theory, which is nothing else than an 
integral part of the general theory, that the twelve Apostles 
were in every respect the middle term between Jesus and 
the present Churches (see above p. 158). This conception is 
earlier than the great Gnostic crisis, for the Gnostics also 
shared it. But no special qualities of the officials, but only of 
the church itself, were derived from it, and it was believed that 
the independence and sovereignty of the Churches were in no way 

I See, above all, i. Clem. 42, 44, Acts of the Apostles, Pastoral Epistles, etc. 
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endangered by it, because an institution by Apostles was con- 
sidered equivalent to an institution by the Holy Spirit, whom 
they possessed, and whom they followed. The independence 
^ of the Churches rested precisely on the fact that they had 
the Spirit in their midst. The conception here briefly sketched, 
was completely transformed in the following period by the 
addition of another idea — that of Apostolic succession, * and 
then became, together with the idea of the specific priest- 
hood of the leader of the Church, the most important means 
of exalting the office above the community. * 

Supplementary. 

This review of the common faith and the beginnings of 
knowledge, worship and organisation, in the earliest Gentile 
Christianity, will have shewn that the essential premises for the 
development of Catholicism were already in existence before 
the middle of the second century, and before the burning 
conflict with Gnosticism. We may see this, whether we look 

1 This idea is Romish. See Book II. chap. ii. C. 

2 We must remember here, that besides the teachers, elders, and deacons, 
the ascetics (virgins, widows, celibates, abstinentes) and the martyrs (confessors) 
enjoyed a special respect in the Churches, and frequently laid hold of the 
government and leading of them. Hennas enjoins plainly enough the duty of 
esteeming the confessors higher than the presbyters (Vis. III. i. 2). The widows 
were soon entrusted with diaconal tasks connected with the worship, and re- 
ceived a corresponding respect. As to the limits of this there was, as we 
can gather from different passages, much disagreement. One statement in Ter- 
tuUian shews that the confessors had special claims to be considered in the 
choice of a bishop (adv. Valent. 4: ''^ Speraverat Episcopatum Valentinus, quia 
et ingenio poterat et eloquio. Sed alium ex martyrii praerogativa loci potitum 
indignatus de ecclesia authenticse regulse abrupit"). This statement is strength- 
ened by other passages ; see TertuU. de fuga, 11: ^^ Hoc sentire et facere 
omnem servum dei oportet, etiam minoris loci, ut maioris fieri possit, si quern 
gradum in persecutionis tolerantia ascendent **; see Hippol. in the Arab, canons, 
and also Achelis, Texte u. Unters. VI. 4. p. 67, 220 : Cypr. Epp. 38. 39. The 
way in which confessors and ascetics, from the end of the second century, 
attempted to have their say in the leading of the Churches, and the respectful 
way in which it was sought to set their claims aside, shew that a special 
relation to the Lord, and therefore a special right with regard to the community, 
was early acknowledged to these people, on account of their achievements. 
On the transition of the old prophets and teachers into wandering ascetics, 
later into monks, see the Syriac Pseudo-Clementine Epistles de virginitate, and my 
Abhandl. i. d. Sitzungsberichten d. K. Pr. Akad. d. Wissensch. 1891. p. 361 if. 



"=— i^^Hsen 



Chap, hi.] COMMON FAITH AND BEGINNINGS OF KNOWLEDGE 21/ 

at the peculiar form of the Kerygma, or at the expression of 
the idea of tradition, or at the theology with its moral and 
philosophic attitude. We may therefore conclude that the 
struggle with Gnosticism hastened the development, but did 
not give it a new direction. (For the Greek spirit, the element 
which was most operative in Gnosticism, was already concealed 
in the earliest Gentile Christianity itself: it was the atmosphere 
which one breathed; but the elements peculiar to Gnosticism 
were for the most part rejected. *| We may even go back a 
step further (see above pp. 41, 76). The great Apostle to the 
Gentiles himself, in his epistle to the Romans, and in those to the 
Corinthians, transplanted the Gospel into Greek modes of 
thought. He attempted to expound it with Greek ideas, and 
not only called the Greeks to the Old Testament and the 
Gospel, but also introduced the Gospel as a leaven into the 
religious and philosophic world of Greek ideas. Moreover, in 
his pneumatico-cosmic Christology he gave the Greeks an 
impulse towards a theologoumenon, at whose service they could 
place their whole philosophy and mysticism. He preached 
the foolishness of Christ crucified, and yet in doing so, pro- 
claimed the wisdom of the nature-vanquishing Spirit, the 
heavenly Christ. From this moment was established a develop- 
ment which might indeed assume very different forms, but in 
which all the forces and ideas of Hellenism must gradually 
pass over to the Gospel. But even with this the last word 
has not been said; on the contrary, we must remember that 
the Gospel itself belonged to the fulness of the times, which 
is indicated by the inter-action of the Old Testament and the 
Hellenic religions (see above pp. 41, 56). 

The documents which have been preserved from the first 
century of the Gentile Church are, in their relation to the'^ 
history of Dogma, very diverse. In the Didache we have 
a Catechism for Christian life, dependent on a Jewish Greek 
Catechism, and giving expression to what was specifically Christian 



I See Weizsacker. Gott. Gel. Anz. 1886. No. 21, whose statements I can 
almost entirely make my own. 
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in the prayers, and in the order of the Church. The Epistle 
of Barnabas, probably of Alexandrian origin, teaches the cor- 
rect, Christian, interpretation of the Old Testament, rejects 

( — the literal interpretation and Judaism as of the devil, and in 
Christology essentially follows Paul. The Romish first Epistle 
of Clement, which also contains other Pauline reminiscences 

^ (reconciliation and justification) represents the same Christol- 
ogy» but it set it in a moralistic mode of thought. This is 
a most typical writing in which the spirit of tradition, order, 
stability, and the universal ecclesiastical guardianship of Rome 
is already expressed. The moralistic mode of thought is 
classically represented by the Shepherd of Hermas, and the 
second Epistle of Clement, in which, besides, the eschatologi- 
cal element is very prominent. We have in the Shepherd 
the most important document for the Church Christianity of 
the age, reflected in the mirror of a prophet who, however, 
takes into account the concrete relations. fPhe theology of 
I gnatius is the most advanced, in so far as he, opposing the 
Gnostics, brings the facts of salvation into the foreground, 
and directs his Gnosis not so much to the Old Testament as 
to the history of Christ. ) tie attempts to make Christ x^rib 
TTViUfia and xari aipxot the central point of Christianity. In this 
sense his theology and speech is Christocentric, related to 
that of Paul and the fourth Evangelist, (specially striking is 
the relationship with Ephesians), and is strongly contrasted 
with that of his contemporaries. Of kindred spirit with him 
are Melito and Irenaeus, whose forerunner he is. He is related 
to them as Methodius at a later period was related to the 
classical orthodox theology of the fourth and fifth centuries. 
This parallel is appropriate, not merely in point of form: it 
is rather one and the same tendency of mind which passes 
over from Ignatius to Melito, Irenaeus, Methodius, Athanasius, 
Gregory of Nyssa (here, however, mixed with Origenic elements), 
and to Cyril of Alexandria. Its characteristic is, that not 
only does the person of Christ as the God-man form the cen- 
tral point and sphere of theology, but also that all the main points 
of his history are mysteries of the world's redemption. (Ephes. 
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19.) But Ignatius is also distinguished by the fact, that behind 
all that is enthusiastic, pathetic, abrupt, and again all that 
pertains to liturgical form, we find in his epistles a true devotion 
to Christ {i tiiq fAOti). He is laid hold of by Christ: Cf. Ad. 
Rom. 6: ixiJvov l^fiTu^ rdv iirip Hfiuv iiFotM6vr»^ l%sivoy Hxu, 
rh¥ it* nfii^ ivavriuTci; Rom. 7: i ifjtig Ipag hTctipurcit xa) oix 
IffTiv Iv ifio) xvp (piAot/Aoy. As a sample of his theological speech 
and his rule of faith, see ad. Smyrn. i : Mfi^ot ufiZ» xxrtipTtvfiivovc 
iv AKiyiiT(jp Tri^Tit, avvep xa6ii?kOifiivov^ h r$ aravp^ rod xvptov 
^Ivivdi Xpifftov v»pkI n nut) irviifAetrt xoii Hipavfihov^ h iyiirip h 
ra atpLCtrt Xpi^rov^ rrsTrXtipo^opiifiivovg iU rdv KVplov fjfA&v, ik^taq 
Svret ix yivovg AobjS}} x«r^ ^ipxa, vthif 6iou x»rk HxmA» xai iivapLtv 
Siou, ytysviifAivov i}ki9iag ix Trapiiyev, fitffxTTivfAhov itiri 'IwiyyoS, 
7va TTXttpGiiff 'Kivet hxcttovuvni utt' airov^ i^iiiug irr) Uovrlov UtXJirov 
xct) 'Hpiiov rerpipxov xaitiXufAivw virip tifiSv iv vapxl — i$* ou 
xxpTTOu iifiitq^ irri tov iiofiaxaplrov ctirov Tritoug — tva ip^ ffuwii- 
(jt,ov sU Toitg xlSvxg iii rijg ivavrivsag ilg Tohg iyloug xot) xtvrovg 
ctvTOv ihi iv 'lovialotg the iv Uvivtv iv iv\ ^ifAau Tijg ixxXti^lxg 
ctiroy. (The Epistle of Polycarp is characterised by its depen- 
dence on earlier Christian writings (Epistles of Paul. i. Peter. ^ 
I. John), consequently, by its conservative attitude with regard 
to the most valuable traditions of the Apostolic period. ] The 
Kerygma of Peter exhibits the transition from the early Christian 
literature to the apologetic (Christ as vSfAog and as x6yog). 

It is manifest that the lineage, "Ignatius, Polycarp, Melito, 
Irenaeus", is in characteristic contrast with all others, has 
deep roots in the Apostolic age, as in Paul and in the Johan- 
nine writings, and contains in germ important factors of the 
future formation of dogma, as it appeared in Methodius, Atha- 
nasius, Marcellus, Cyril of Jerusalem. It is very doubtful 
therefore, whether we are justified in speaking of an Asia 
Minor theology. (Ignatius does not belong to Asia Minor). 
At any rate, the expression, Asia Minor-Romish Theology, has 
no justification. But it has its truth in the correct observa- 
tion, that the standards by which Christianity and Church 
matters were measured and defined, must have been similar 
in Rome and Asia Minor during the second century. We 
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lack all knowledge of the closer connections. We can 
only again refer to the journey of Polycarp to Rome, to 
that of Irenaeus by Rome to Gaul, to the journey of Abercius 
and others (cf. also the application of the Montanist commu- 
nities in Asia Minor for recognition by the Roman bishop). 
In all probability, Asia Minor, along with Rome, was the spi- 
ritual centre of Christendom from about 60-200; but we have 
but few means for describing how this centre was brought to 
bear on the circumference. What we do know belongs more to 
the history of the Church than to the special history of dogma. 
Literature. — The writings of the so-called Apostolic Fathers. 
See the edition of v. Gebhardt, Harnack, Zahn. 1876. Hil- 
genfeld, Nov. Test, extra Can. recept. fasc. IV. 2 edit. 1884, 
has collected further remains of early Christian literature. The 
Teaching of the twelve Apostles. Fragments of the Gospel 
and Apocalypse of Peter (my edition, 1893). Also the writings 
of Justin and other apologists, in so far as they give disclo- 
sures about the faith of the communities of his time, as well 
as statements in Celsus ^AX^iiiQ Aiyo^^ in Irenaeus, Clement of 
Alexandria, and TertuUian. Even Gnostic fragments may be 
cautiously turned to profit. Ritschl, Entstehung der altkath. 
Kirche 2 Aufl. 1857. PAeiderer, Das Urchristenthum, 1887. 
Renan, Origins of Christianity vol. V. V. Engelhardt, Das Chris- 
tenthum Justin's, d. M. 1878, p. 375 ff. Schenkel, DasChristus- 
bild der Apostel, etc., 1879. Zahn, Gesch. des N.-Tlichen 
Kanons, 2 Bde. 1888. Behm, Das Christliche Gesetzthum der 
Apostolischen Vater (Zeitschr. f. kirchl. Wissensch. 1886). 
Dorner, History of the doctrine of the Person of Christ, 1845. 
Schultz, Die Lehre von der Gottheit Christi, 1881, p. 22 ff. 
Hofling, Die Lehre der altesten Kirche vom Opfer, 185 1. 
Hofling, Das Sacrament d. Taufe, 1848. Kahnis, Die Lehre 
vom Abendmahl, 185 1. Th. Harnack, Der Christliche Gemeinde- 
gottesdienst im Apost. u. Altkath. Zeitalter, 1854. Hatch, 
Organisation of the Early Church, 1883. My Prolegomena 
to the Didache (Texte u. Unters. II. Bd. H. i, 2). Diestel, 
Gesch. des A. T. in der Christi. Kirche, 1869. Sohm, Kir- 
chenrecht, 1892, Monographs on the Apostolic Fathers: on i 
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Clem.: Lipsius, Lightfoot (most accurate commentary), Wrede; 
on 2 Clem. : A. Harnack (Ztschr. f. K. Gesch. 1887) ; on Barnabas: 
J. Miiller; on Hermas: Zahn, Huckstadt, Link; on Papias: Weiffen- 
bach, Leimbach, Zahn, Lightfoot; on Ignatius and Polycarp: 
Lightfoot (accurate commentary) and Zahn; on the Gospel and 
Apocalypse of Peter : A. Harnack ; on the Kerygma of Peter : 
von Dobschiitz; on Acts of Thecla: Schlau. 



CHAPTER IV 

THE ATTEMPTS OF THE GNOSTICS TO CREATE AN APOSTOLIC 

DOGMATIC, AND A CHRISTIAN THEOLOGY, OR: THE 

ACUTE SECULARISING OF CHRISTIANITY. 

§ I. The Conditions for the Rise of Gnosticism, 

The Christian communities were originally unions for a 
holy life, on the ground of a common hope, which rested on the 
'y belief that the God who has spoken by the Prophets has sent 
his Son Jesus Christ, and through him revealed eternal life, 
and will shortly make it manifest. J Christianity had its roots 
in certain facts and utterances, and the foundation of the 
Christian union was the common hope, the holy life in the 
Spirit according to the law of God, and the holding fast to 
those facts and utterances. (There was, as the foregoing chapter 
will have shewn, no fixed Didache beyond that. *J There 
was abundance of fancies, ideas, and knowledge, but these 
had not yet the value of being the religion itself. ^Yet the 
belief that Christianity guarantees the perfect knowledge, and 
, leads from one degree of clearness to another, was in opera- 
tion from the very beginning. This conviction had to be im- 
mediately tested by the Old Testament, that is, the task was 
imposed on the majority of thinking Christians, by the cir- 
cumstances in which the Gospel had been proclaimed to them, 
of making the Old Testament intelligible to themselves, in 
other words, of using this book as a Christian book, and of 

I We may consider here once more the articles which are embraced in the first 
ten chapters of the recently discovered Aiietx*^ '''^^ iroo'T^Aivv, after enumerating 
and describing which, the author continues (ii. i): )$$ &v oZy fA0«v iti^igiVti&z 
recSra vrAvra rk xfotifijtiiva, isl^av-U uurdv. 
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finding the means by which they might be able to repel the 
Jewish claim to it and refute the Jewish interpretation of it. 
This task would not have been imposed, far less solved, if 
the Christian communities in the Empire had not entered 
into the inheritance of the Jewish propaganda, which had al- 
ready been greatly influenced by foreign religions (Babylonian 
and Persian, see the Jewish Apocalypses), and in which an 
extensive spiritualising of the Old Testament religion had 
already taken place. This spiritualising was the result of a 
philosophic view of religion, and this philosophic view was the 
outcome of a lasting influence of Greek philosophy and of the 
Greek spirit generally on Judaism. In consequence of this 
view, all facts and sayings of the Old Testament in which 
one could not find his way, were allegorised. "Nothing was 
what it seemed, but was only the symbol of something in- 
visible. The history of the Old Testament was here subli- 
mated to a history of the emancipation of reason from pas- 
sion. " It describes, however, the beginning of the historical 
development of Christianity, that as soon as it wished to give 
account of itself, or to turn to advantage the documents of 
revelation which were in its possession, it had to adopt the 
methods of that fantastic syncretism. ^We have seen above 
that those writers who made a diligent use of the Old Tes- 
tament, had no hesitation in making use of the allegorical me-^ 
thod. That was required not only by the inability to under- 
stand the verbal sense of the Old Testament, presenting 
diverging moral and religious opinions, but, above all, by the ^ 
conviction, that on every page of that book Christ and the 
Christian Church must be found. . How could this conviction 
have been maintained, unless the definite concrete meaning 
of the documents had been already obliterated by the Jewish 
philosophic view of the Old Testament? 

This necessary allegorical interpretation, however, brought 
into the communities an intellectual philosophic element, a 
yvajig, which was perfectly distinct from the Apocalyptic 
dreams, in which were beheld angel hosts on white horses, 
Christ with eyes as a flame of fire, hellish beasts, conflict and 
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victory. * In this yvu^i^f which attached itself to the Old 
Testament, many began to see the specific blessing which 
was promised to mature faith, and through which it was to 
attain perfection. What a wealth of relations, hints, and 
intuitions seemed to disclose itself, as soon as the Old Testa- 
ment was considered allegorically, and to what extent had 
the way been prepared here by the Jewish philosophic 
teachers! From the simple narratives of the Old Testament 
had already been developed a theosophy, in which the most 
abstract ideas had acquired reality, and from which sounded 
forth the Hellenic canticle of the power of the Spirit over 
matter and sensuality, and of the true home of the soul. 
Whatever in this great adaptation still remained obscure and 
unnoticed, was now lighted up by the history of Jesus, his birth, 
his life, his sufferings and triumph. vThe viewof the Old Testa- 
ment as a document of the deepest wisdom, transmitted to 
those who knew how to read it as such, unfettered the intellectual 
interest which would not rest until it had entirely transferred 
the new religion from the world of feelings, actions and hopes, 
into the world of Hellenic conceptions, and transformed it 
into a metaphysic./ In that exposition of the Old Testament 
which we find, for example, in the so-called Barnabas, there is 
already concealed an important philosophic, Hellenic element, 
and in that sermon which bears the name of Clement (the so- 
called second Epistle of Clement), conceptions such as that of 
the Church, have already assumed a bodily form and been 
joined in marvellous connections, while, on the contrary, 
things concrete have been transformed into things invisible. 



I It is a good tradition, which designates the so-called Gnosticism, simply 
as Gnosis, and yet uses this word also for the speculations of non-Gnostic 
teachers of antiquity (^.^., of Barnabas). But the inferences which follow have 
not been drawn. Origen says truly (c. Celsus III. 12). ^^As men, not only the 
labouring and serving classes, but also many from the cultured classes of Greece, 
came to see something honourable in Christianity, sects could not fail to arise, 
not simply from the desire for controversy and contradiction, but because several 
scholars endeavoured to penetrate deeper into the truth of Christianity. In this 
way sects arose, which received their names from men who indeed admired 
Christianity in its essence, but from many different causes had arrived at differ- 
ent conceptions of it." 



Chap, iv.] ACUTE SECULARISING OF CHRISTIANITY 22$ 

(But once the intellectual interest was unfettered, and the 
new religion had approximated to the Hellenic spirit by means 
of a philosophic view of the Old Testament, how could that 
spirit be prevented from taking complete and immediate pos- 
session of it, and where, in the first instance, could the power 
be found that was able to decide whether this or that opinion 
was incompatible with Christianity? ) This Christianity, as it 
was, unequivocally excluded all polytheism, and all national 
religions existing in the Empire. It opposed to them the one 
God, the Saviour Jesus, and a spiritual worship of God. But, 
at the same time, it summoned all thoughtful men to know- 
ledge, by declaring itself to be the only true religion, while 
it appeared to be only a variety of Judaism. It seemed to 
put no limits to the character and extent of the knowledge, 
least of all to such knowledge as was able to allow all that was 
transmitted to remain, and at the same time, abolish it by 
transforming it into mysterious symbols. That really was the 
method which every one must and did apply who wished to 
get from Christianity more than practical motives and super- 
earthly hopes. But where was the limit of the application? 
Was not the next step to see in the Evangelic records also 
new material for spiritual interpretations, and to illustrate from 
the narratives there, as from the Old Testament, the conflict 
of the spirit with matter, of reason with sensuality? Was 
not the conception, that the traditional deeds of Christ were 
really the last act in the struggle of those mighty spiritual 
powers whose conflict is delineated in the Old Testament, at least 
as evident as the other, that those deeds were the fulfilment of 
mysterious promises? (Was it not in keeping with the con- 
sciousness possessed by the new religion of being the universal 
religion, that one should not be satisfied with mere beginnings 
of a new knowledge, or with fragments of it, but should seek 
to set up such knowledge in a complete and systematic form, 
and so to exhibit the best and universal system of life as 
also the best and universal system of knowledge of the world ? I 
Finally, did not the free and yet so rigid forms in which 
the Christian communities were organised, the union of the 
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mysterious with a wonderful publicity, of the spiritual with 
significant rites (baptism and the Lord's Supper), invite men 
to find here the realisation of the ideal which the Hellenic 
religious spirit was at that time seeking, viz., a communion 
which in virtue of a Divine revelation, is in possession of the 
highest knowledge, and therefore leads the holiest life, a 
communion which does not communicate this knowledge by 
discourse, but by mysterious efficacious consecrations, and by 
revealed dogmas? These questions are thrown out here in 
accordance with the direction which the historical progress of 
Christianity took. The phenomenon called Gnosticism gives 
the answer to them. ^ 

§ 2. The Nature of Gnosticism. 

The Catholic Church afterwards claimed as her own those 
writers of the first century (60-160) who were content with 
turning speculation to account only as a means of spiritual- 
ising the Old Testament, without, however, attempting a 
systematic reconstruction of tradition. But all those who in 
the first century undertook to furnish Christian practice with the 
foundation of a complete systematic knowledge, she declared false 
Christians, Christians only in name. Historical enquiry cannot 
accept this judgment. On the contrary, it sees in Gnosticism 
a series of undertakings, which in a certain way is analogous 
to the Catholic embodiment of Christianity, in doctrine, mo- 
rals, and worship. The great distinction here consists essen- 
tially in the fact, that the Gnostic systems represent the acute 
secularising or hellenising of Christianity, with the rejection 
of the Old Testament, * while the Catholic system, on the 

1 The majority of Christians in the second century belonged no doubt to the 
uncultured classes, and did not seek abstract knowledge, nay, were distrustful 
of it; see the ^6yoQ iAif^i^c of Celsus, especially III. 44, and the writings of the 
Apologists. Vet we may infer from the treatise of Origen against Celsus that 
the number of ^^Christiani rudes" who cut themselves off from theological and 
philosophic knowledge, was about the year 240 a very large one, and Tertullian 
says (Adv. Prax. 3): ^^Simplices quique, ne dixerim imprudentes et idiotae, 
quae major semper credentium pars est," cf. de jejun. 11: ^ Major pais imperi- 
torum apud gloriosissimam multitudinem psychicorum." 

2 Overbeck (Stud. z. Gesch. d. alten Kirche. p. 184) has the merit of having 
first given convincing expression to this view of Gnosticism. 
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Other hand, represents a gradual process of the same kind 
with the conservation of the Old Testament. The traditional 
religion on being, as it were, suddenly required to recognise 
itself in a picture foreign to it, was yet vigorous enough to 
reject that picture; but to the gradual, and one might say 
indulgent remodelling to which it was subjected, it offered 
but little resistance, nay, as a rule, it was never conscious of it. 
It is therefore no paradox to say that Gnosticism, which is 
just Hellenism, has in Catholicism obtained half a victory. 
We have, at least, the same justification for that assertion — 
the parallel may be permitted, — as we have for recognising 
a triumph of i8th century ideas in the first Empire, and a 
continuance, though with reservations, of the old regime. 

From this point of view the position to be assigned to the 
Gnostics in the history of dogma, which has hitherto been 
always misunderstood, is obvious. They were, in shorty the - 
Theologians of the first century. * They were the first to 
transform Christianity into a system of doctrines (dogmas). 
They were the first to work up tradition systematically. , They 
undertook to present Christianity as the absolute religion, and ^ 
therefore placed it in definite opposition to the other religions, 
even to Judaism., (But to them the absolute religion, viewed 
in its contents, was identical with the result of the philosophy 
of religion for which the support of a revelation was to be '' 
sought. They are therefore those Christians who, in a swift 
advance, attempted to capture Christianity for Hellenic culture, 
and Hellenic culture for Christianity, and who gave up the 
Old Testament in order to facilitate the conclusion of the 
covenant between the two powers, and make it possible to 

I The ability of the prominent Gnostic teachers has been recognised by the 
Church Fathers: see Hieron. Comm. in Osee. II. lo 0pp. VI. i: ^^Nullus 
potest hseresim struere, nisi qui ardens ingenii est et habet dona naturae quae 
a deo artifice sunt creata; talis fuit Valentinus, talis Marcion, quos doctissimos 
legimus, talis Bardesanes, cujus etiam philosophi admirantur ingenium." It is 
still more important to see how the Alexandrian theologians (Clement and Origen) 
estimated the exegetic labours of the Gnostics, and took account of them. Origen 
undoubtedly recognised Herakleon as a prominent exegete, and treats him most 
respectfully even where he feels compelled to differ from him. AU Gnostics 
cannot, of course, be regarded as theologians. In their totality they form the Greek 
society with a Christian name. 
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assert the absoluteness of Christianity. — But the significance of 
the Old Testament in the religious history of the world, lies just 
in this, that, in order to be maintained at all, it required the 
application of the allegoric method, that is, a definite proportion 
of Greek ideas, and that, on the other hand, it opposed the strong- 
est barrier to the complete hellenising of Christianity. Neither 
the sayings of Jesus, nor Christian hopes, were at first capa- 
ble of forming such a barrier. If, now, the majority of Gnostics 
could make the attempt to disregard the Old Testament, that 
is a proof that, in wide circles of Christendom, people were 
at first satisfied with an abbreviated form of the Gospel, con- 
taining the preaching of the one God, of the resurrection and 
of continence, — a law and an ideal of practical life. ^ In this 
form, as it was realised in life, the Christianity which dispensed 
with "doctrines" seemed capable of union with every form 
of thoughtful and earnest philosophy, because the Jewish 
foundation did not make its appearance here at all. ( But the 
majority of Gnostic undertakings may also be viewed as 
attempts to transform Christianity into a theosophy, that is, 
into a revealed metaphysic and philosophy of history, with a 
tomplete disregard of the Jewish Old Testament soil on which 
it originated, through the use of Pauline ideas, ^ and under 
the influence of the Platonic spirit. ) Moreover, comparison is 
possible between writers such as Barnabas' and Ignatius, and 
the so-called Gnostics, to the effect of making the latter ap- 
pear in possession of a completed theory, to which fragmentary 
ideas in the former exhibit a striking affinity. 
^We have hitherto tacitly presupposed that in Gnosticism 
the Hellenic spirit desired to make itself master of Christi- 
anity, or more correctly of the Christian communities^ ^This 
conception may be, and really is still contestedJ For accord- 
ing to the accounts of later opponents, and on these we are 
almost exclusively dependent here, the main thing with the 
Gnostics seems to have been the reproduction of Asiatic My- 

1 Otherwise the rise of Gnosticism cannot at all be explained. 

2 Cf. Bigg. ^^The Christian Platonists of Alexandria," p. 83: ^^ Gnosticism 
was in one respect distorted Paulinism.'* 
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thologoumena of all kinds, so that we should rather have to ] 
see in Gnosticism a union of Christianity with the most remote \ 
Oriental cults and their wisdom. But with regard to the most 
important Gnostic systems the words hold true, "The hands 
are the hands of Esau, but the voice is the voice of Jacob". 
There can be no doubt of the fact, that the Gnosticism which 
has become a factor in the movement of the history of dogma, 
was ruled in the main by the Greek spirit, and determined 
by the interests and doctrines of the Greek philosophy of 
religion, ^ which doubtless had already assumed a syncretistic 
character. This fact is certainly concealed by the circum- 
stance, that the material of the speculations was taken now 
from this, and now from that Oriental religious philosophy, 
from astrology and the Semitic cosmologies. But that is 
only in keeping with the stage which the religious develop- 
ment had reached among the Greeks and Romans of that 
time. * The cultured, and these primarily come into consider- 
ation here, no longer had a religion in the sense of a national 
religion, but a philosophy of religion. They were, however, 
in search of a religion, that is, a firm basis for the results 
of their speculations, and they hoped to obtain it by turning 
themselves towards the very old Oriental cults, and seeking 
to fill them with the religious and moral knowledge which had 
been gained by the Schools of Plato and of Zeno. (The union 
of the traditions and rites of the Oriental religions, viewed as 
mysteries, with the spirit of Greek philosophy is the charac- 
teristic of the epoch, j The needs, which asserted themselves 
with equal strength, of a complete knowledge of the All, of 

1 Joel. ^^Blick in die Religionsgesch." Vol. I. p. 101-170, has justly empha- 
sised the Greek chaxacter of Gnosis, and insisted on the significance of Platonism 
for it. ^^ The Oriental element did not always in the case of the Gnostics, originate 
at first hand, but had already passed through a Greek channel.^* 

2 The age of the Antonines was the flourishing period of Gnosticism. Mar- 
quardt (Romische Staatsverwaltung. Vol. 3. p. 81) says of this age: ^With the 
Antonines begins the last period of the Roman religious development, in which 
two new elements enter into it. These are the Syrian and Persian deities, 
whose worship at this time was prevalent not only in the city of Rome, but in 
the whole empire, and, at the same time, Christianity, which entered into con- 
flict with all ancient tradition, and in this conflict exercised a certain influence 
even on the Oriental forms of worship. 
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a spiritual God, a sure, and therefore very old revelation, 
atonement and immortality, were thus to be satisfied at one 
and the same time.. The most sublimated spiritualism enters 
here into the strangest union with a crass superstition based on 
Oriental cults. This superstition was supposed to insure and 
communicate the spiritual blessings. These complicated ten- 
dencies now entered into Christianity. 

We have accordingly to ascertain and distinguish in the 
prominent Gnostic schools, which, in the second century on 
Greek soil, became an important factor in the history of the 
Church, the Semitic-cosmological foundations, the Hellenic phil- 
osophic mode of thought, and the recognition of the redemp- 
tion of the world by Jesus Christ. Further, we have to take 
note of the t hree elements of Gnosticism, viz., the speculative 
and philosophical, the mystic element connected with worship, 
and the practical, ascetic. The close connection in which these 
three elements appear, ' the total transformation of all ethical 
into cosmological problems, the upbuilding of a philosophy of 
God and the world on the basis of a combination of popular 
Mythologies, physical observations belonging to the Oriental 
(Babylonian) religious philosophy, and historical events, as 
well as the idea that the history of religion is the last act in 
the drama-like history of the Cosmos — all this is not peculiar 
to Gnosticism, but rather corresponds to a definite stage of 
the general development. It may, however, be asserted, that 

I It is a special merit of Weingarten (Histor. Ztschr. Bd. 45. 1881. p. 441 f.) 
and Koffinane (Die Gnosis nach ihrer Tendenz und Organisation, 1 881) to have 
strongly emphasised the mystery character of Gnosis, and, in connection with 
that, its practical aims. KofTmane, especially, has collected abundant material 
for proving that the tendency of the Gnostics was the same as that of the 
ancient mysteries, and that they thence borrowed their organisation and disci- 
pline. This fact proves the proposition that Gnosticism was an acute helle- 
nising of Christianity. Koffmane has, however, undervalued the union of the 
practical and speculative tendency in the Gnostics, and, in the effort to obtain 
recognition for the mystery character of the Gnostic communities, has overlooked 
the fact that they were also schools. The union of mystery-cultus and school 
is just, however, their characteristic. In this also they prove themselves the 
forerunners of Neoplatonism, and the Catholic Church. Moehler in his pro- 
gramme of 1 83 1 (Urspr. d. Gnosticismus, Tiibingen), vigorously emphasised the 
practical tendency of Gnosticism, though not in a convincing way. Hacken- 
schmidt (AnfsLnge des katholischen Kirchenbegriffs p. 83 f.) has judged correctly. 
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Gnosticism anticipated the general development, and that not 
only with regard to Catholicism, but also with regard to Neo- 
platonism, which represents the last stage in the inner history 
of Hellenism. ^ The Valentinians have already got as far as 
Jamblichus. 

^The name Gnosis, Gnostics, describes excellently the aims 
of Gnosticism, in so far as its adherents boasted of the abso* 
lute knowledge, and faith in the Gospel was transformed into 
a knowledge of God, nature and history, j rThis knowledge, 
however, was not regarded as natural, but in the view of the 
Gnostics was based on revelation, was communicated and 
guaranteed by holy consecrations, and was accordingly culti- 
vated by reflection supported by fancy./ A mythology of ideas 
was created out of the sensuous m}rthology of any Oriental 
religion, by the conversion of concrete forms into speculative 
and moral ideas, such as "Abyss," "Silence," "Logos," "Wis- 
dom," " Life," while the mutual relation and number of these 
abstract ideas were determined by the data supplied by the 
corresponding concretes. Thus arose a philosophic dramatic 
poem, similar to the Platonic, but much more complicated, 
and therefore more fantastic, Qn which mighty powers, (the 
spiritual and good, appear in an unholy union with the material 
and wicked, but from which the spiritual is finally delivered 
by the aid of those kindred powers which are too exalted to 
be ever drawn down into the common. The good and heavenly 
which has been drawn down into the material, and therefore really 
non-existing, is the human spirit, and the exalted power who 
delivers it is Christ.) The Evangelic history as handed down 
is not the history of Christ, but a collection of allegoric re- 
presentations of the great history of God and the world. Christ 
has really no history. His appearance in this world of mixture 

I We have also evidence of the methods by which ecstatic visions were 
obtained among the Gnostics, see the Pistis Sophia, and the important r61e 
which prophets and Apocalypses played in several important Gnostic communi- 
ties (Barcoph and Barcabbas, prophets of the Basilideans; Martiades and Mar- 
sanes among the Ophites; Philumene in the case of Apelles; Valentinian proph- 
ecies; Apocalypses of Zostrian, Zoroaster, etc. Apocalypses were also used by 
some under the names of Old Testament men of God and Apostles. 
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and confusion is his deed, and the enlightenment of the spirit 

y about itself is the result which springs out of that deed. This 
enlightenment itself is life. But the enlightenment is dependent 
on revelation, asceticism and surrender to those mysteries 
which Christ founded, in which one enters into communion 
with a prcBsens numen^ and which in mysterious ways pro- 
mote the process of raising the spirit above the sensual. This 
rising above the sensual is, however, to be actively practised. 
Abstinence therefore, as a rule, is the watchword. (Christi- 
anity thus appears here as a speculative philosophy which 
redeems the spirit by enlightening it, consecrating it, and instruct- 
ing it in the right conduct of life.^ The Gnosis is free from 
the rationalistic interest in the sense of natural religion. Be- 
cause the riddles about the world which it desires to solve 
are not properly intellectual, but practical, because it desires 
to be in the end yvSdvtq votTfiplag, it removes into the region 
of the suprarational the powers which are supposed to confer 
vigour and life on the human spirit. Only a fiiSnvig, how- 
ever, united with fiuffrayvyla, resting on revelation, leads thither, 
not an exact philosophy. Gnosis starts from the great prob- 
lem of this world, but occupies itself with a higher world, 
and does not wish to be an exact philosophy, but a philosophy 
of religion. (Its fundamental philosophic doctrines are the 

^^ following: (i) The indefinable, infinite nature of the Divine 
primeval Being exalted above all thought. (2) Matter as op- 

^ posed to the Divine Being, and therefore having no real being, the 
ground of evil. (3) The fulness of divine potencies, iEons, 
which are thought of partly as powers, partly as real ideas, 
partly as relatively independent beings, presenting in gradation 

^ the unfolding and revelation of the Godhead, but at the same 
time rendering possible the transition of the higher to the 
lower. (4) The Cosmos as a mixture of matter with divine 
sparks, which has arisen from a descent of the latter into the 

^ former, or, as some say, from the perverse, or, at least, merely 
permitted undertaking of a subordinate spirit. The Demiurge, 
therefore, is an evil, intermediate, or weak, but penitent being; 
the best thing therefore in the world is aspiration. (5) The 
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deliverance of the spiritual element from its union with matter, 
or the separation of the good from the world of sensuality by 
the Spirit of Christ which operates through knowledge, ascet- 
icism, and holy consecration: thus originates the perfect 
Gnostic, the man who is free from the world, and master of 
himself, who lives in God and prepares himself for eternity^ 
All these are ideas for which we find the way prepared in the 
philosophy of the time, anticipated by Philo, and represented 
in Neoplatonism as the great final result of Greek philosophy. 
It lies in the nature of the case that only some men are able 
to appropriate the Christianity that is comprehended in these 
ideas, viz., just as many as are capable of entering into this 
kind of Christianity, those who are spiritual. ^The others must 
be considered as non-partakers of the Spirit from the begin- 
ning, and therefore excluded from knowledge as the pro* 
fanum vulgusj Yet some, the Valentinians for example, made 
a distinction in this vulgus, which can only be discussed later 
on, because it is connected with the position of the Gnostics 
towards Jewish Christian tradition. 

The later opponents of Gnosticism preferred to bring out 
the fantastic details of the Gnostic systems, and thereby 
created the prejudice that the essence of the matter lay in 
these. ) They have thus occasioned modern expounders to spec- 
ulate about the Gnostic speculations in a manner that is 
marked by still greater strangeness. Four observations shew 
how unhistorical and unjust such a view is, at least with re- 
gard to the chief systems, (i) The great Gnostic schools, 
wherever they could, sought to spread their opinions. But 
it is simply incredible that they should have expected of all 
their disciples, male and female, an accurate knowledge of the 
details of their system. On the contrary, it may be shewn that 
they often contented themselves with imparting consecration, with 
regulating the practical life of their adherents, and instructing 
them in the general features of their system. * (2) We see 
how in one and the same school, for example, the Valen- 

I See Kofimane, before-mentioned work. p. 5f. 



234 HISTORY OF DOGMA [Chap. iv. 

tinian, the details of the religious metaphjrsic were very vari- 
ous and changing. (3) We hear but little of conflicts between 
the various schools. On the contrary, we learn that the 
books of doctrine and edification passed from one school to 
another. ^ (4) The fragments of Gnostic writings which have 
been preserved, and this is the most important consideration 
of the four, shew that the Gnostics devoted their main strength 
to the working out of those religious, moral, philosophical 
and historical problems, which must engage the thoughtful 
of all times. * We only need to read some actual Gnostic 
document, such as the Epistle of Ptolemaeus to Flora, or cer- 
tain paragraphs of the Fistis Sophia, in order to see that the 
fantastic details of the philosophic poem can only, in the case 
of the Gnostics themselves, have had the value of liturgical 
apparatus, the construction of which was not of course 
matter of indifference, but hardly formed the principle interest. 
The things to be proved, and to be confirmed by the aid of this 
or that very old religious philosophy, were certain religious 
and moral fundamental convictions, and a correct conception 
of God, of the sensible, of the creator of the world, of Christ, 

1 See Fragm, Murat. V. 8 if.; Clem. Strom. VII. 17. io8; Orig. Horn. 34. 
The Marcionite Antitheses were probably spread among other Gnostic sects. The 
Fathers frequently emphasise the fact that the Gnostics were united against the 
church: TertuUian de prsescr. 42: ^^Et hoc est, quod schismata apud luereticos 
fere non sunt, quia cum sint, non parent. Schisma est enim unitas ipsa." 
They certainly also delight in emphasising the contradictions of the different 
schools; but they cannot point to any earnest conflict of these schools with 
each other. We know definitely that Bardasanes argued against the earlier 
Gnostics, and Ptolemaeus against Marcion. 

2 See the collection, certainly not complete, of Gnostic fragments by Grabe 
(Spicileg.) and Hilgenfeld (Ketzergeschichte). Our books on the history of Gnosticism 
take far too little notice of these fragments as presented to us, above all, by 
Clement and Origen, and prefer to keep to the doleful accounts of the Fathers 
about the ^^ Systems", (better in Heinrici: Valent. Gnosis, 1 871). The vigorous 
efforts of the Gnostics to understand the Pauline and Johannine ideas, and their 
in part surprisingly rational and ingenious solutions of intellectual problems, 
have never yet been systematically estimated. Who would guess, for example, 
from what is currently known of the system of Basilides, that, according to 
Clement, the following proceeds from him, (Strom. IV. 12. 88): «c «^rtfc ^^'^ 
6 BavtXilifii, 'iv lUfO^ kx roO Atyofiivov 0f Aiffi^roc foO UoO ^xiiKfj^fJUV, ro ityanH" 
xivai Hxavra, ffri x6yov itro^tt^wri xphQ rd Tfty HirecvTa' Uripov ii rd fiif^ffyd( 
ixt^vfitlvt K»i ro Tphov fna-t7v fifiii 'iv, and where do we find, in the period before 
Clement of Alexandria, faith in Christ united with such spiritual maturity and 
inner freedom as in the Valentinians, Ptolemaeus and Heracleon? 
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of the Old Testament, and the evangelic tradition. Here were 
actual dogmas. But how the grand fantastic union of all the 
factors was to be brought about, was, as the Valentinian 
school shews, a problem whose solution was ever and again 
subjected to new attempts. * No one to-day can in all res- 
pects distinguish what to those thinkers was image and what 
reality, or in what degree they were at all able to distinguish 
image from reality, and in how far the magic formulae of their 
mysteries were really objects of their meditation. But the 
final aim of their endeavours, the faith and knowledge of 
their own hearts which they instilled into their disciples, the 
practical rules which they wished to give them, and the view 
of Christ which they wished to confirm them in, stand out 
with perfect clearness. (Like Plato they made their explana- 
tion of the world start from the contradiction between sense 
and reason which the thoughtful man observes in himself^ 
The cheerful asceticism, the powers of the spiritual and the 
good which were seen in the Christian communities, attracted 
them and seemed to require the addition of theory to practice. 
Theory without being followed by practice had long been in 
existence, but here was the as yet rare phenomenon of a moral 
practice which seemed to dispense with that which was regarded 
as indispensable, viz., theory. The philosophic life was already 
there ; how could the philosophic doctrine be wanting, and after 
what other model could the latent doctrine be reproduced than 
that of the Greek religious philosophy ? * That the Hellenic 

1 The statement of TertuUian (adv. Valcnt. 4) shews the difference between 
the solution of Valentinus, for example, and his disciple Ptolemaeus. ^^Ptole- 
maeus nomina et numeros ^onum distinxit in personales substantias, sed extra 
deum determinatas, quas Valentinus in ipsa summa divinitatis ut sensus et affec- 
tus motus incluserat." It is, moreover, important that TertuUian himself should 
distinguish this so clearly. 

2 There is nothing here more instructive than to hear the judgments of the 
cultured Greeks and Romans about Christianity, as soon as they have given up 
the current gross prejudices. They shew with admirable clearness, the way in 
which Gnosticism originated. Galen says (quoted by Gieseler, Church Hist. x. 1. 4): 
^^ Hominum plerique orationem demonstrativam continuam mente assequi nequeunt, 
quare indigent, ut instituantur parabolis. Veluti nostro tempore videmus, homi- 
nes illos, qui Christian! vocantur, fidem suam e parabolis petiisse. Hi tamen 
interdum talia faciunt, qualia qui vere philosophantur. Nam quod mortem con- 
temnunt, id quidem omnes ante oculos habemus; item quod verecundia quadam 
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Spirit in Gnosticism turned with, such eagerness to the Christian 
communities and was ready even to believe in Christ in order 
to appropriate the moral powers which it saw operative in 
them, is a convincing proof of the extraordinary impression 
which these communities made. For what other peculiarities 
and attractions had they to offer to that spirit than the cer- 
tainty of their conviction (of eternal life), and the purity of 
their life? We hear of no similar edifice being erected in 
the second century on the basis of any other Oriental cult — 
even the Mithras cult is scarcely to be mentioned here — as 
the Gnostic was on the foundation of the Christian, * The 
Christian communities, however, together with their worship 
of Christ, formed the real solid basis of the greater number 
and the most important of the Gnostic systems, and in this fact we 
have, on the very threshold of the great conflict, a triumph 
of Christianity over Hellenism. The triumph lay in the recog- 
nition of what Christianity had already performed as a moral 
and social power. This recognition found expression in bring- 

dttcti ab ttsu rerum venerearum abhorrent. Sunt enim inter eos feminse et 
viri, qui per totam vitam a concubitu abstinuerint ; sunt etiam qui in animis 
regendis coercendisque et in accerrimo honestatis studio eo progressi sint, 
ut nihil cedant vere philosophantibus." Christians, therefore, are philosophers 
without philosophy. What a challenge for them to produce such, that is 
to seek out the latent philosophy! Even Celsus could not but admit a 
certain relationship between Christians and philosophers. But as he was con- 
vinced that the miserable religion of the Christians could neither include nor 
endure a philosophy, he declared that the moral doctrines of the Christians 
were borrowed from the philosophers (I. 4). In course of his presentation 
(V. 65; VI. 12. 15-19, 42; VII. 27-35) ^^ deduces the most decided marks of 
Christianity, as well as the most important sayings of Jesus from (misunderstood) 
statements of Plato and other Greek philosophers. This is not the place to 
shew the contradictions in which Celsus was involved by this. But it is of the 
greatest significance that even this intelligent man could only see philosophy 
where he saw something precious. The whole of Christianity from its very 
origin appeared to Celsus (in one respect) precisely as the Gnostic systems 
appear to us, that is, these really are what Christianity as such seemed to Celsus 
to be. Besides, it was constantly asserted up to the fifth century that Christ 
had drawn from Plato's writings. Against those who made this assertion, Ambro- 
sius (according to Augustine £p. 31. c. 8) wrote a treatise which unfortunately 
is no longer in existence. 

I The Simonian system at most might be named, on the basis of the syn- 
cretistic religion founded by Simon Magus. But we know little about it, and 
that little is uncertain. Parallel attempts are demonstrable in the third century 
on the basis of various ^^ revealed*' fundamental ideas (4 l« hsylm ^Aoro^/a). 
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ing the highest that one possessed as a gift to be consecrated 
by the new religion, a philosophy of religion whose end was 
plain and simple, but whose means were mysterious and com- 
plicated. 

§ 3. History of Gnosticism and the forms in which it appeared. 

In the previous section we have been contemplating Gnosticism 
as it reached its prime in the great schools of Basilides and 
Valentinus, and those related to them, ^ at the close of the 
period we are now considering, and became an important factor 
in the history of dogma. But this Gnosticism had (i) prelim- 
inary stages, and (2) was always accompanied by a great 
number of sects, schools and undertakings, which were only 
in part related to it, and yet, reasonably enough, were grouped 
together with it. 

To begin with the second point, the great Gnostic schools 
were flanked on the right and left by a motley series of groups 
which at their extremities can hardly be distinguished from 
popular Christianity on the one hand, and from the Hellenic and 
the common world on the other. * On the right were communities 
such as the Encratites, which put all stress on a strict asceti- 
cism, in support of which they urged the example of Christ, 
but which here and there fell into dualistic ideas. * There 

1 Among these I reckon those Gnostics whom Irenaeus (I. 29-31) has por- 
trayed, as weU as part of the so-called Ophites, Peratse, Sethites and the school 
of the Gnostic Justin (Hlppol. Philosoph. V. 6-28). There is no reason for 
regarding them as earlier or more Oriental than the Valentinians, as is done by 
Hilgenfeld against Baur, MoUer, and Gruber (the Ophites, 1864). See also 
Lipsius, "Ophit. Systeme", i. d. Ztschr. f. wiss. Theol. 1863, IV. 1864. I. These 
schools claimed for themselves the name Gnostic (Hippol. Philosoph. V. 6). 
A part of them, as is specially apparent from Orig. c. Celsum. VI, is not to 
be reckoned Christian. This moUey group is but badly known to us through 
Epiphanius, much better through the original Gnostic writings preserved in the 
Coptic language. (Pistis Sophia and the works published by Carl Schmidt, 
Texte u. Unters. Bd. VIII). Yet these original writings belong, for the most 
part, to the second half of the third century (see also the important statements 
of Porphyry in the Vita Plotini. c. 16), and shew a Gnosticism burdened with 
an abundance of wild speculations, formulae, mysteries, and ceremonial. How- 
ever, from these very monuments it becomes pUin, that Gnosticism anticipated 
Catholicism as a ritual system (see below). 

2 On Marcion, see the following Chapter. 

3 We know that from the earliest period (perhaps we might refer even to the 
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were further, whole communities which, for decennia, drew their 
views of Christ from books which represented him as a heavenly 
spirit who had merely assumed an apparent body. ^ There 
were also individual teachers who brought forward peculiar 
opinions without thereby causing any immediate stir in the 
Churches. * On the left there were schools such as the Car- 
Epistle to the Romans) there were circles of ascetics in the Christian commu- 
nities who required of all, as an inviolable law, under the name of Christian 
perfection, complete abstinence from marriage, renunciation of possessions, and 
a vegetarian diet. (Clem. Strom. III. 6. 49: vTd itei^dXov r«^riry wafttH^oivm 
ioyfiarit^ovo'i, fiifdMiv^m i* outovq ot nvyAkooixoi ^ttvt rdv »6^w fi^rg y^iuorru^ 
IUIT§ Ti ly r^ k6c(a^ )CTtirdfii¥Ov, iiSX?iOv xapk rot)c HaAovq vtvetitUvas rd 9haY/i?uov 
xavx^iuvot, — Here then, already, imitation of the poor life of Jesus, the ^^Evan- 
gelic'* life, was the watchword. Tatian wrote a book, Ttp} toO merk rdv o'trriifa 
Moraprta'fieO^ that is, on perfection according to the Redeemer: in which he set 
forth the irreconcilability of the worldly life with the Gospel). No doubt now 
existed in the Churches that abstinence from marriage, from wine and flesh, 
and from possessions, was the perfect fulfilling of the law of Christ (fia^rAJ^uv 
IfAov rdy {fvydv rofi KUf/ov). But in wide circles strict abstinence was deduced 
from a special charism, all boastfulness was forbidden, and the watchword 
given out: Hffov Hvaam dyvt^cnQ^ which may be understood as a compromise 
with the worldly life as well as a reminiscence of a freer morality (see my notes 
on Didache c. 6:11, 11 and Prolegg. p. 42 ff.). Still, the position towards 
asceticism yielded a hard problem, the solution of which was more and more 
found in distinguishing a higher and a lower though sufficient morality, yet 
repudiating the higher morality as soon as it claimed to be the alone authori- 
tative one. On the other hand, there were societies of Christian ascetics who 
persisted in applying literally to all Christians the highest demands of Christ, 
and thus arose, by secession, the communities of the Encratites and Severians. 
But in the circumstances of the time even they could not but be touched by 
the Hellenic mode of thought, to the effect of associating a speculative theory 
¥rith asceticism, and thus approximating to Gnosticism. This is specially plain 
in Tatian, who connected himself with the Encratites, and in consequence of the 
severe asceticism which he prescribed, could na longer maintain the identity of 
the supreme God and the creator of the world (see the fragments of his later 
writings in the Corp. Apol. ed. Otto. T. VI.). As the Pauline Epistles could 
furnish arguments to either side, we see some Gnostics such as Tatian himself, 
making diligent use of them, while others such as the Severians, rejected them. 
(Euseb. H. E. IV. 29. $, and Orig. c. Cels. V. 65). The Encratite controversy 
was, on the one hand, swallowed up by the Gnostic, and on the other hand, 
replaced by the Montanistic. The treatise written in the days of Marcus Au- 
reUus by a certain Musanus (where?) which contains warnings against joining 
the Encratites (Euseb. H. E. IV. 28) we unfortunately no longer possess. 

1 See Eusebius. H. E. VI. 12. Docetic elements are apparent even in the 
fragment of the Gospel of Peter, recently discovered. 

2 Here, above all, we have to remember Tatian, who in his highly praised 
Apology, had already rejected altogether the eating of flesh (c. 23) and set up 
very peculiar doctrines about the spirit, matter, and the nature of man (c. 12 ff.). 
The fragments of the Hypoty poses of Clem, oif Alex, shew how mach one had 
to bear in some rural Churches at the end of the second century. 
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pocratians, in which the philosophy and communism of Plato 
were taught, the son of the founder and second teacher 
Epiphanes honoured as a God (at Cephallenia), as Epicurus 
was in his school, and the image of Jesus crowned along with 
those of Pythagoras, Plato and Aristotle. * On this left flank 
are, further, swindlers who take their own way, like Alexander 
of Abonoteichus, magicians, soothsayers, sharpers and jugglers, 
under the sign-board of Christianity, deceivers and hypocrites 
who appear using mighty words with a host of unintelligible 
formulae, and take up with scandalous ceremonies, in order 
to rob men of their money and women of their honour. ^ All 
this was afterwards called "Heresy" and "Gnosticism," and 
is still so called. ' And these names may be retained, if 
we will understand by them nothing else than the world 
taken into Christianity, all the manifold formations which 
resulted from the first contact of the new religion with the 

1 See Clem. Strom III. 2. 5 : 'Eti^v^c, Cii^ Kapvoxfi^ovQ, 'i^no-t rk xArra Vnf 
i%rmuUi§nia xai $$dQ iv Zdi*^ r9c Kf^AAsfv/o^ nrffitiTcu, Ma olfT^ hpiv fuT&¥ 
Jj$m¥, fimfioft Tf^yiy, iiouviioif^ ^Koidti^rtU rt xai tutAitfittrcUf xai ovytdm^ ilQ rd 
/cpdy oi Kff^AA^yfC xark vovfuiviav ytvHXtov iTroHttctv Biovvtv *ETi^vf<, wMovrt 
Tf iMEi f&«x00yrai nai Vfi¥Oi Aiyorrat, Clements quoUtions from the writings of 
Epiphanes shew him to be a pure Platonist: the proposition that property is 
theft is found in him. Epiphanes and his father, Carpocrates, were the first 
who attempted to amalgamate Plato*s State with the Christian ideal of the union 
of men with each other. Christ was to them, therefore, a philosophic Genius 
like Plato, see Irenaeus. I. 25. 5: ^^Gnosticos autem se vocant, etiam imagines, 
quasdam quidem depictas, quasdam autem et de reliqua materia fabricatas ha- 

bent et has coronant, et proponent eas cum imaginibus mundi philoso- 

phorum, videlicet cum Imagine Pythagorae et Platonis et Aristotelis et reliquorum, 
et reliquam observationem circa eas similiter ut gentes faciunt." 

2 See the ^Gnostics" of Hermas, especially the false prophet whom he por- 
trays, Mand. XI, Lucian*s Peregrinus, and the Marcus, of whose doings Irenseus 
(I. 13 ff.) gives such an abominable picture. To understand how such people 
were able to obtain a following so quickly in the Churches, we must remember 
the respect in which the ^prophets" were held (see Didache XI). If one had 
once given the impression that he had the Spirit, he could win belief for the 
strangest things, and could allow himself all things possible (see the delineations 
of Celsus in Orig. c. CeU. VII. 9. 11). We hear frequently of Gnostic prophets 
and prophetesses, see my notes on Herm. Mand. XI. i. and Didache XI. 7. 
If an early Christian element is here preserved by the Gnostic schools, it has 
undoubtedly been hellenised and secularised as the reports shew. But that the 
prophets altogether were in danger of being secularised is shewn in Didache 
XI. In the case of the Gnostics the process is again only hastened. 

3 The name Gnostic originally attached to schools which had so named them- 
selves. To these belonged, above all, the so-called Ophites, but not the Valen- 
tinians or Basilideans. 
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society into which it entered. To prove the existence of that 
left wing of Gnosticism is of the greatest interest for the 
history of dogma, but the details are of no consequence. On 
the other hand, in the aims and undertakings of the Gnostic 
right, it is just the details that are of greatest significance, 
because they shew that there was no fixed boundary between 
what one may call common Christian and Gnostic Christian. 
But as Gnosticism, in its contents, extended itself from the 
Encratites and the philosophic interpretation of certain articles 
of the Christian proclamation, as brought forward without offence 
by individual teachers in the communities, to the complete 
dissolution of the Christian element by philosophy, or the 
religious charlatanry of the age, so it exhibits itself formally 
also in a long series of groups which comprised all imaginable 
forms of unions. There were churches, ascetic associations, 
mystery cults, strictly private philosophic schools, * free unions 
for edification, entertainments by Christian charlatans and 
deceived deceivers, who appeared as magicians and prophets, 
attempts at founding new religions after the model and under 
the influence of the Christian, etc. But, finally, the thesis that 
Gnosticism is identical with an acute secularising of Christi- 
anity, in the widest sense of the word, is confirmed by the 
study of its own literature. /I'he early Christian production 
6/ of Gospel and Apocalypses was indeed continued in Gnosticism, 
yet so that the class of "Acts of the Apostles" was added 
to them, and that didactic, biographic and "belles lettres") 

I Special attention should be given to this form, as it became in later times 
of the very greatest importance for the general development of doctrine in the 
Church. The sect of Carpocrates was a school. Of Tatian Irenaeus says (I. 28. i) : 
Tffr/avoc *lov<rrivov iKfocniiQ ytyovuQ .... lAtrk ^ r^v *n»hov futprvptsn hnvrk^ 

rlic 2iwAifO'/«(, olfiiutrt hicwndxev iwap^t}^ Htw x^^tatr^pa himrnakilw rv- 

wrr^vetTO, Rhodon (in Euseb. H. £. V. 13. 4) speaks of a Marcionite itiar- 
tutMlov. Other names were, "Collegium" (TertuU. ad Valent. i) "SecU", the 
word had not always a bad meaning, a7f§riQ, itutK^a'/ct (Clem. Strom. VII. 16. 98, 
on the other hand, VII. 15. 92: Tertull. de prsescr. 42: plerique nee Ecclesias 
habent), B/aa-oQ (Iren. I. 13. 4, for the Marcosians), ^vvaytiy^, v^mnta^ itmrpt^ii, 
al Mfanrtvm ovviiX^a'ttQ^ factiuncula, congregatio, conciliabulum, conventiculum. 
The mystery-organisation most clearly appears in the Naassenes of Hippolytus, 
the Marcosians of Irenseus, and the Elkasites of Hippolytus, as well as in the 
Coptic-Gnostic documents that have been preserved. (See Koffmane, above work, 
pp. 6-22). 
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elements were received into them, and claimed a very impor- 
tant place. If this makes the Gnostic literature approximate 
to the profane, that is much more the case with the scienti- 
fic theological literature which Gnosticism first produced. Dog- 
matico-philosophic tracts, theologico-critical treatises, historical 
investigations and scientific commentaries on the sacred books, 
were, for the first time in Christendom, composed by the 
Gnostics, who in part occupied the foremost place in the 
scientific knowledge, religious earnestness and ardour of the 
age. They form, in every respect, the counterpart to the 
scientific works which proceeded from the contemporary phil- 
osophic schools. Moreover, we possess sufficient knowledge of 
Gnostic hymns and odes, songs for public worship, didactic 
poems, magic formulae, magic books, etc., to assure us that 
Christian Gnosticism took possession of a whole region of the 
secular life in its full breadth, and thereby often transformed 
the original forms of Christian literature into secular. ' If, 

I The particulars here belong to church history. Overbeck Q^ Ober die Anf ange 
der patristischen Litteratur" in d. hist. Ztschr. N. F. Bd. XII. p. 417 if.) has 
the merit of being the first to point out the importance, for the history of the 
Church, of the forms of literature as they were gradually received in Christen- 
dom. Scientific, theological literature has undoubtedly its origin in Gnosticism. 
The Old Testament was here, for the first time, systematically and also in part, 
historically criticised; a selection was here made from the primitive Christian 
literature; scientific commentaries were here written on the sacred books (Basi- 
lides and especially the Valentinians, see Heracleon's comm. on the Gospel of 
John [in Origen]; the Pauline Epistles were also technically expounded; tracts 
were here composed on dogmatico-philosophic problems (for example, mpi 

and systematic doctrinal systems already constructed (as the Basilidean and Va- 
entlnian); the original form of the Gospel was here first transmuted into the 
Greek form of sacred novel and biography (see, above all, the Gospel of Thomas, 
which was used by the Marcosians and Naassenes, and which contained miraculous 
stories from the childhood of Jesus) ; here, finaUy, psalms, odes and hymns were 
first composed (see the Acts of Lucius, the psalms of Valentinus, the psalms 
of Alexander the disciple of Valentinus, the poems of Bardesanes). Irenseus, 
TertuUian and Hippolytus have indeed noted, that the scientific method of inter- 
pretation followed by the Gnostics, was the same as that of the philosophers 
(jt. ^., of Philo). Valentinus, as is recognised even by the Church Fathers, stands 
out prominent for his mental vigour and religious imagination, Heracleon for 
his exegetic theological ability, Ptolemy for his ingenious criticism of the Old 
Testament and his keen perception of the stages of religious development (see 
his Epistle to Flora in Epiphanius, hser. 33. c. 7). As a specimen of the 
language of Valentinus one extract from a homily may sufiice (in Clem. Strom. 
IV. 13. 89) *At ipxfii iAAvttroi ivrt aeai rixva ^itflq lo-ri almiaq, xai rdy tfivdrray 
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however, we bear in mind how all this at a later period was 
gradually legitimised in the Catholic Church, philosophy, 
the science of the sacred books, criticism and exegesis, the 
ascetic associations, the theological schools-, the mysteries, the 
sacred formulae, the superstition, the charlatanism, all kinds 
of profane literature, etc., it seems to prove the thesis that the 
victorious epoch of the gradual hellenising of Christianity fol- 
lowed the abortive attempts at an acute hellenising. 

The traditional question as to the origin and development 
of Gnosticism, as well as that about the classification of the 
Gnostic systems, will have to be modified in accordance 
with the foregoing discussion. As the different Gnostic systems 
might be contemporary, and in part were undoubtedly con- 
temporary, and as a graduated relation holds good only between 
some few groups, we must, in the classification, limit ourselves 
essentially to the features which have been specified in the 
foregoing paragraph, and which coincide with the position 
of the different groups to the early Christian tradition in its 
connection with the Old Testament religion, both as a rule of 
practical life, and of the common cultus. * 

As to the origin of Gnosticism, we see how, even in the 
earliest period, all possible ideas and principles foreign to 
Christianity force their way into it, that is, are brought in 
under Christian rules, and find entrance especially in the con- 
sideration of the Old Testament. * We might be satisfied 

6 ^^veeroQ iv ifiuv kcu h^ ^fu9y, Ifrav ykf rdv filv Kdvfiov AvifTtt altrot H ftii narar 
A^tf-dfl, KvpttCtTt rifc xphtPiQ jctfi r^c ^^opa^ itxAv^q, Basilides falls into the 
background behind Valentinus and his school. Yet the Church Fathers, when 
they wish to summarise the most important Gnostics, usually mention Simon 
Magus, Basilides, Valentinus, Marcion (even Apelles). On the relation of the 
Gnostics to the New Testament writings, and to the New Testament, see Zahn, 
Gesch. des N. Tlichen Kanons. I. 2. p. 718. 

1 Baur^s classification of the Gnostic systems, which rests on the observation 
of how they severally realised the idea of Christianity as the absolute religion, 
in contrast to Judaism and Heathenism, is very ingenious, and contains a great 
element of truth. But it is insufficient with reference to the whole phenomenon 
of Gnosticism, and it has been carried out by Baur by violent abstractions. 

2 The question, therefore, as to the time of the origin of Gnosticism, as a 
complete phenomenon, cannot be answered. The remarks of Hegesippus (Euseb. 
H. £. IV. 22) refer to the Jerusalem Church, and have not even for that the value 
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with the observation that the manifold Gnostic systems were 
produced by the increase of this tendency. Iii point of fact 
we must admit that in the present state of our sources, we 
can reach no sure knowledge beyond that. These sources, 
however, give certain indications which should not be left 
I unnoticed. If we leave out of account the two assertions of 
opponents, that Gnosticism was produced by demons ' and 
— this, however, was said at a comparatively late period — that 
it originated in ambition and resistance to the ecclesiastical 
office, the episcopate, we find in Hegesippus, one of the earliest 
writers on the subject, the statement that the whole of the 
heretical schools sprang out of Judaism or the Jewish sects; 
in the later writers, Irenaeus, TertuUian and Hippolytus, 
that these schools owe most to the doctrines of Pythagoras, 
Plato, Aristotle, Zeno, etc. * (^But they all agree in this, that Sj^j^<^ 
a definite personality, viz., Simon the Magician, must be regarded 
as the original source of the heresy.^ If we try it by these 
statements of the Church Fathers, we must see at once that 
the problem in this case is limited — certainly in a proper 
way. For after Gnosticism is seen to be the acute secular- 
ising of Christianity the only question that remains is, how 
are we to account for the origin of the great Gnostic schools, 
that is, whether it is possible to indicate their preliminary 
stages. The following may be asserted here with some confi- 
dence: Long before the appearance of Christianity, combina- 
tions of religion had taken place in Syria and Palestine, ' 
especially in Samaria, in so far, on the one hand, as the Assyrian 
and Babylonian religious philosophy, together with its myths, as 

of a fixed datum. The only important question here, is the point of time at 
which the expulsion or secession of the schools and unions took place in the 
different national churches. 

1 Justin. Apol. I. 26. 

2 Hegesippus in Euseb. H. £. IV. 22, Iren. II. 14. i f., TertuU. de prsescr. 
7, Hippol. Philosoph. The Church Fathers have also noted the likeness of the 
cultus of Mithras and other deities. 

3 We must leave the Essenes entirely out of account here, as their teaching, 
in all probability, is not to be considered syncretistic in the strict sense of the 
word, (see Lucius, ^^Der Essenismus", 188 1), and as we know absolutely nothing 
of a greater diffusion of it. But we need no names here, as a syncretistic, 
ascetic Judaism could and did arise everywhere in Palestine and the Diaspora. 
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well as the Greek popular religion, with its manifold interpreta- 
tions, had penetrated as far as the eastern shore of the Medi- 
terranean, and been accepted even by the Jews, and, on the 
other hand, the Jewish Messianic idea had spread and called 
forth various movements. * The result of every mixing of 
national religions, however, is to break through the traditional, 
legal and particular forms. * For the Jewish religion syn- 
cretism signified the shaking of the authority of the Old 
Testament by a qualitative distinction of its different parts, 
as also doubt as to the identity of the supreme God with 
the national God. These ferments were once more set in 
motion by Christianity. (We know that in the Apostolic age 
there were attempts in Samaria to found new religions, which 
were in all probability influenced by the tradition and preach- 
ing concerning Jesus. Dositheus, Simon Magus, Cleobius, 
and Menander appeared as Messiahs or bearers of the Grod- 
head, and proclaimed a doctrine in which the Jewish faith 
was strangely and grotesquely mixed with Babylonian myths, 
together with some Greek additions.) The mysterious worship, 
the breaking up of Jewish particularism, the criticism of the 
Old Testament, which for long had had great difficulty in 
retaining its authority in many circles, in consequence of the 
widened horizon and the deepening of religious feeling, finally, 
the wild syncretism, whose aim, however, was a universal 
religion, all contributed to gain adherents for Simon. ' His 

1 Freudenthal^s ^^ Hellenistische Studien" informs us as to the Samaritan syn- 
cretism^ see also Hilgenfeld's ^^ Ketzergeschichte ", p. 149 if. As to the Babylonian 
mythology in Gnosticism, see the statements in the elaborate article, ^^Manicha- 
ismus", by Kessler (Real-Encycl. fur protest. Theol., 2 Aufl.). 

2 Wherever traditional religions are united under the badge of philosophy a 
conservative syncretism is the result, because the allegoric method, that is, the 
criticism of all religion, veiled and unconscious of itself, is able to blast rocks 
and bridge over abysses. AU forms may remain here, under certain circum- 
stances, but a new spirit enters into them. On the other hand, where philos- 
ophy is still weak, and the traditional religion is already shaken by another, 
there arises the critical syncretism in which either the gods of one religion are 
subordinated to those of another, or the elements of the traditional religion are 
partly eliminated and replaced by others. Here, also, the soil is prepared for 
new religious formations, for the appearance of religious founders. 

3 It was a serious mistake of the critics to regard Simon Magus as a fiction, 
which, moreover, has been given up by Hilgenfeld (Ketzergeschichte, p. 163 ff.), 
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enterprise appeared to the Christians as a diabolical caricature 
of their own religion, and the impression made by the success 
which Simonianism gained by a vigorous propaganda even 
beyond Palestine into the West, supported this idea. * We can 
therefore understand how, afterwards, all heresies were traced 
back to Simon. To this must be added that we can actually 
trace in many Gnostic systems the same elements which were 
prominent in the religion proclaimed by Simon (the Babylo- 
nian and Syrian), and that the new religion of the Simonians, 
just like Christianity, had afterwards to submit to be trans- 
formed into a philosophic, scholastic doctrine. * The formal 
parallel to the Gnostic doctrines was therewith established. 
But even apart from these attempts at founding new religions, 
Christianity in Syria, under the influence of foreign religions 
and speculation on the philosophy of religion, gave a powerful 
impulse to the criticism of the law and the prophets which 
had already been awakened. In consequence of this, there 
appeared, about the transition of the first century to the second, 
a series of teachers, who, under the impression of the Gospel, 
sought to make the Old Testament capable of furthering the 
tendency to a universal religion, not by allegorical interpre- 

and Lipsius (Apocr. Apostelgesch. II. i), — the latter, however, not decidedly. 
The whole figure, as well as the doctrines attributed to Simon (see Acts of the 
Apostles, Justin, Irenaeus, Hippolytus), not only have nothing improbable in 
them, but suit very well the religious circumstances which we must assume for 
Samaria. The main point in Simon is his endeavour to create a universal religion 
of the supreme God. This explains his success among the Samaritans and 
Greeks. He is really a counterpart to Jesus, whose activity can just as little 
have been unknown to him as that of Paul. At the same time, it cannot be 
denied, that the later tradition about Simon was the most confused and biassed 
imaginable, or that certain Jewish Christians at a later period may have attempted 
to endow the magician with the features of Paul in order to discredit the 
personality and teaching of the Apostle. But this last assumption requires a 
fresh investigation. , 

1 Justin. Apol. I. 26: Ka} 0'%f^dy wdrrt^ iih lafutphQ, ixfyei ii xai Iv 2^AA0ic 
y^yftf'iy, Aq rdv TfSrw 0fdy lLtiu§¥a iiioKoyoOvTie, itutvw xe^ irfOVKUvoVo'ty (besides 
the account in the Philos. and Orig. c. Cels. i. 57: VI. 11). The positive state- 
ment of Justin that Simon came even to Rome (under Claudius) can hardly 
be refuted from the account of the Apologist himself, and therefore not at all 
(See Renan, "Antichrist"). 

2 We have it as such in the MtyAxti 'At^^o'i^ which Hippolytus (Philosoph. 
VI. 19. 20) made use of. This Simonianism may perhaps have been related to 
the original, as the doctrines of the Christian Gnostics to the Apostolic preaching. 
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tation, but by a sifting criticism. These attempts were of 
very different kinds. Teachers such as Cerinthus, clung to 
the notion that the universal religion revealed by Christ was 
identical with undefiled Mosaism, and therefore maintained 
even such articles as circumcision and the Sabbath command- 
ment, as well as the earthly kingdom of the future. But they 
rejected certain parts of the law, especially, as a rule, the 
sacrificial precepts, which were no longer in keeping with the 
spiritual conception of religion. They conceived the creator 
of the world as a subordinate being distinct from the supreme 
God, which is always the mark of a syncretism with a dual- 
istic tendency; introduced speculations about iCons and an- 
gelic powers, among whom they placed Christ, and recom- 
mended a strict asceticism. When, in their Christology, they 
denied the miraculous birth, and saw in Jesus a chosen man 
on whom the Christ, that is, the Holy Spirit, descended at 
the baptism, they were not creating any innovation, but only- 
following the earliest Palestinian tradition. Their rejection of 
the authority of Paul is explained by their efforts to secure 
the Old Testament as far as possible for the universal religion. ' 
There were others who rejected all ceremonial commandments 
as proceeding from the devil, or from some intermediate 
being, but yet always held firmly that the God of the Jews 
was the supreme God. But alongside of these stood also 
decidedly anti-Jewish groups, who seem to have been influenced 
in part by the preaching of Paul. They advanced much fur- 
ther in the criticism of the Old Testament and perceived the 
impossibility of saving it for the Christian universal religion. 
They rather connected this religion with the cultus-wisdom of 
Babylon and Syria, which seemed more adapted for allegorical 
interpretations, and opposed this formation to the Old Testa- 
ment religion. The God of the Old Testament appears here 
at best as a subordinate Angel of limited power, wisdom and 

I The Heretics opposed in the Epistle to the Colossians may belong to 
these. On Cerinthus, see Polycarp, in Iren. IIL 3. 2, Irenseus (I. 26. i : HI. 
II. i), Hippolytus and the redactions of the Syntagma, Cajus in Euseb. III. 
28. 2, Hilgenfeld, Ketzergeschichte, p. 411 fT. To this category belong also the 
Ebionites and Elkasites of Epiphanius (See Chap. 6). 
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goodness. In so far as he was identified with the creator 
of the world, and the creation of the world itself was regarded 
as an imperfect or an abortive undertaking, expression was 
given both to the anti-Judaism and to that religious temper of 
the time, which could only value spiritual blessings in contrast 
with the world and the sensuous. These systems appeared 
more or less strictly dualistic, in proportion as they did or 
did not accept a slight co-operation of the supreme God in 
the creation of man, and the way in which the character and 
power of the world-creating God of the Jews was conceived, 
serves as a measure of how far the several schools were from 
the Jewish religion and the Monism that ruled it. All possible 
conceptions of the God of the Jews, from the assumption that 
he is a being supported in his undertakings by the supreme 
God, to his identification with Satan, seem to have been ex- 
hausted in these schools. Accordingly, in the former case, 
the Old Testament was regarded as the revelation of a sub- 
ordinate God, in the latter as the manifestation of Satan, and 
therefore the ethic, — with occasional use of Pauline formulae — 
always assumed an antinomian form, compared with the 
Jewish law, in some cases antinomian even in the sense of 
libertinism. Correspondingly, the anthropology exhibits man 
as bipartite, or even tripartite, and the Christology is •strictly 
docetic and anti-Jewish. The redemption by Christ is always, 
as a matter of course, related only to that element in humanity 
which has an affinity with the Godhead. ^ 

I The two Syrian teachers, Satuminus and Cerdo, must in particular be men- 
tioned here. The first (See Iren. I. 24. i. 2, Hippolyt. and the redactions 
of the Syntagma) was not strictly speaking a dualist, and therefore allowed the 
God of the Old Testament to be regarded as an Angel of the supreme God, 
while at the same time he distinguished him from Satan. Accordingly, he assumed 
that the supreme God cooperated in the creation of man by angel powers — 
sending a ray of light, an image of light, that should be imitated as an example 
and enjoined as an ideal. But all men have not received the ray of light. 
Consequently, two classes of men stand in abrupt contrast with each other. 
History is the conflict of the two. Satan stands at the head of the one, the 
God of the Jews at the head of the other. The Old Testament is a collection 
of prophecies out of both camps. The truly good first appears in the JEon 
Christ, who assumed nothing cosmic, did not even submit to birth. He 
destroys the works of Satan (generation, eating of flesh), and delivers the men 
who have within them a spark of light. The Gnosis of Cerdo was much coarser. 
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It is uncertain whether we should think of the spread of 
these doctrines in Syria in the form of a school, or of a 
cultus; probably it was both. From the great Gnostic 
systems as formed by Basilides and Valentinus they are distin- 
guished by the fact, that they lack the peculiar philosophic, 
that is Hellenic element, the speculative conversion of angels 
and iEons into real ideas, etc. We have almost no knowledge 
of their effect. This Gnosticism has never directly been a 
historical factor of striking importance, and the great question 
is whether it was so indirectly. * That is to say, we do not 
know whether this Syrian Gnosticism was, in the strict sense, 
the preparatory stage of the great Gnostic schools, so that 
these schools should be regarded as an actual reconstruction 
of it. But there can be no doubt that the appearance of the 
great Gnostic schools in the Empire, from Egypt to Gaul, is 
contemporaneous with the vigorous projection of Syrian cults 
westwards, and therefore the assumption is suggested, that the 
Syrian Christian syncretism was also spread in connection with 
that projection, and underwent a change corresponding to the 
new conditions. We know definitely that the Syrian Gnostic, 
Cerdo, came to Rome, wrought there, and exercised an influ- 
ence on Marcion. But no less probable is the assumption 
that the great Hellenic Gnostic schools arose spontaneously, 
in the sense of having been independently developed out of 
the elements to which undoubtedly the Asiatic cults also 
belonged, without being influenced in any way by S3nrian 
syncretistic efforts. The conditions for the growth of such 

(Iren. I. 27. I, Hippolyt. and the redactions). He contrasted the good God 
and the God of the Old Testament as two primary beings. The latter he iden- 
tified with the creator of the world. Consequently, he completely rejected the 
Old Testament and everything cosmic and taught that the good God was first re- 
vealed in Christ. Like Satuminus he preached a strict docetism; Christ had no 
body, was not bom, and suffered in an unreal body. All else that the Fathers 
report of Cerdo^s teaching has probably been transferred to him from Marcion, 
and is therefore very doubtful. 

I This question might perhaps be answered if we had the Justinian Syntagma 
against all heresies; but, in the present condition of our sources, it remains 
wrapped in obscurity. What may be gathered from the fragments of Hegesip- 
pus, the Epistles of Ignatius, the Pastoral Epistles and other documents, such 
as, for example, the Epistle of Jude, is in itself so obscure, so detached, and 
so ambiguous, that it is of no value for historical construction. 
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formations were nearly the same in all parts of the Empire. 
The great advance lies in the fact that the religious material, 
as contained in the Gospel, the Old Testament, and the wis- 
dom connected with the old cults, was philosophically, that 
is, scientifically, manipulated by means of allegory, and the 
aggregate of mythological powers translated into an aggregate 
of ideas. The Pythagorean and Platonic, more rarely the 
Stoic philosophy, were compelled to do service here. Great 
Gnostic schools, which were at the same time unions for wor- 
ship, first enter into the clear light of history in this form, 
(see previous section), and on the conflict with these, sur- 
rounded as they were by a multitude of dissimilar and related 
formations, depends the progress of the development. * 

We are no longer able to from a perfectly clear picture of 
how these schools came into being, or how they were related 
to the Churches. It lay in the nature of the case that 
the heads of the schools, like the early itinerant heretical 
teachers, devoted attention chiefly, if not exclusively, to 
those who were already Christian, that is, to the Christian 
communities. * From the Ignatian Epistles, the Shepherd of 

1 There are, above all, the schools of the Basilideans, Valentinians and Ophites. 
To describe the systems in their fall development lies, in my opinion, outside 
the business of the history of dogma, and might easily lead to the mistake that 
the systems as such were controverted, and that their construction was peculiar 
to Christian Gnosticism. The construction, as remarked above, is rather that of 
the later Greek philosophy, though it cannot be mistaken that, for us, the full 
parallel to the Gnostic systems first appears in those of the Neoplatonists. 
But only particular doctrines and principles of the Gnostics were reaUy called 
in question, their critique of the world, of providence, of the resurrection, etc.; 
these therefore are to be adduced in the next section. The fundamental features 
of an inner development can only be exhibited in the case of the most important, 
viz., the Valentinian school. But even here, we must distinguish an Eastern and 
a Western branch. (TertuU. adv. Valent. I : ^^ Valentiniani frequentissimum plane 
collegium inter hsereticos". Iren. 1. I; Hippol. Philos. VI. 35; Orig. Hom. 
II. 5 in Ezecli. Lomm. XIV. p. 40: ^^ Valentin! robustissima secta"). 

2 TertuU. de praescr. 42: ^^De verbi autem administratione quid dicam, cum 
hoc sit negotium illis, non ethnicos convertendi, sed nostros evertendi? Hanc 
magis gloriam captant, si stantibus ruinam, non si jacentibus elevationem ope- 
rentur. Quoniam et ipsum opus eorum non de suo proprio sedificio venit, sed 
de veritatis destructione ; nostra suffodiunt, ut sua aedificent. Adime illis legem 
Moysis et prophetas et creatorem deum, accusationem eloqui non habent" (See 
adv. Valent. I init.). This is hardly a malevolent accusation. The philosophic 
interpretation of a religion will always impress those only on whom the religion 
itself has already made an impression. 
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Hermas (Vis. III. 7. i : Sim. VIII. 6. 5 : IX. 19. and especially 22), 
and the Didache (XI. i. 2) we see that those teachers who 
boasted of a special knowledge, and sought to introduce 
"strange" doctrines, aimed at gaining the entire churches. 
The beginning, as a rule, was necessarily the formation of 
conventicles. In the first period therefore, when there was 
no really fixed standard for warding off the foreign doctrines — 
Hermas is unable even to characterise the false doctrines — 
the warnings were commonly exhausted in the exhortation : 
KoXXiffSe Toli iylot^, on ol xo^Xifiivoi airo7^ iyiao'tiiffovrxt, 
["connect yourselves with the saints, because those who are 
connected with them shall be sanctified."] As a rule, the 
doctrines may really have crept in unobserved, and those 
gained over to them may for long have taken part in a two- 
fold worship, the public worship of the churches, and the 
new consecration. Those teachers must of course have as- 
sumed a more aggressive attitude who rejected the Old Tes- 
tament. The attitude of the Church, when it enjoyed competent 
guidance, was one of decided opposition towards unmasked or 
recognised false teachers. Yet Irenaeus' account of Cerdo in 
Rome shews us how difficult it was at the beginning to get 
rid of a false teacher.* (For Justin, about the year 150, the 
Marcionites, Valentinians, Basilideans and Saturninians, are 
groups outside the communities, and undeserving of the name 
"Christians". * J There must therefore have been at that time, 
in Rome and Asia Minor at least, a really perfect separation 
of those schools from the Churches (it was different in Alex- 
andria). Notwithstanding, this continued to be the region 
from which those schools obtained their adherents. For the 

3 Iren. III. 4. 2: Kipittv sJq rifv IxxAir^-Zav lA^dv HOt i^ofM^oyovntvoQ, oOrmq 
^terifact, xori fih Affd/)od/la0'JCtfAfiv, Trori ii sr^AiV i^^OfioAoyoufjuvoQ^ vcori ii lAfy* 
X^f£ffvoC f^' oJq imaa-Kt xux&q, xai i^trr^fitvoQ r^C rSh &itK^¥ ovvoita^; see, 
besides, the valuable account of Tertull. de prsescr. 30. The account of Irenseus 
(I. 13) is very instructive as to the kind of propaganda of Marcus, and the 
relation of the women he deluded to the Church. Against actually recognised 
false teachers the fixed rule was, to renounce all intercourse with them (2. Joh. 
10. 11; Iren. ep. ad. Florin, on Polycarp^s procedure, in Euseb. H. E. V. 20. 
75 Iren III. 3. 4). But how were the heretics to be surely known? 

2 Among those who justly bore this name he distinguishes those ei i^^oyvAfuvg^ 
)wrk Tdvra ^pia-Tavo/ tlvtv (Dial. 80). 
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Valentinians recognised that the common Christians were much 
better than the heathen, that they occupied a middle position 
between the "pneumatic" and the "hylic", and might look 
forward to a kind of salvation. This admission, as well as 
their conforming to the common Christian tradition, enabled 
them to spread their views in a remarkable way, and they 
may not have had any objection in many cases, to their 
converts remaining in the great Church. But can this com- 
munity have perceived everywhere and at once, that the 
Valentinian distinction of " psychic " and " pneumatic " is not 
identical with the scriptural distinction of children and men 
in understanding? Where the organisation of the school (the 
union for worship) required a long time of probation, where 
degrees of connection with it were distinguished, and a strict 
asceticism demanded of the perfect, it followed of course that 
those on the lower stage should not be urged to a speedy 
break with the Church. * But after the creation of the 
catholic confederation of churches, existence was made more 
and more difficult for these schools. Some of them lived on 
somewhat like our freemason-unions, some, as in the East, 
became actual sects (confessions), in which the wise and the 
simple now found a place, as they were propagated by families. 
In both cases they ceased to be what they had been at the 
beginning. From about 210, they ceased to be a factor of 



I Very important is the description which Irenreus (III. 15. 2) and Tertullian 
have given of the conduct of the Valentinians as observed by themselves (adv. 
Valent. i). ^^Valentiniani nihil magis curant quam occultare, quod pnedicant; si tamen 
prsedicant qui occultant. Custodise officium conscientiae officium est (a comparison 
with the Eleusinian mysteries follows). Si bona fide quaeras, concreto vultu, 
suspenso supercilio, Altum est, aiunt. Si subtiliter temptes per ambiguitates 
bilingues communem fidem adfirmant. Si scire te subostendas negant quidquid 
agnoscunt. Si cominus certes, tuam slmplicitatem sua caede dispergunt. Ne 
discipulis quidem propriis ante committunt quam suos fecerint. Habent artificium 
quo prius persuadeant quam edoceant." At a later period Dionysius of Alex, 
(in Euseb. H, E. VII. 7) speaks of Christians who maintain an apparent com- 
munion with the brethren, but resort to one of the false teachers (cf. as to this 
Euseb. H. E. VI. 2. 13). The teaching of Bardesanes influenced by Valentinus, 
who, moreover, was hostile to Marcionitism, was tolerated for a long time in 
Edessa (by the Christian kings), nay, was recognised. The Bardesanites and the 
^^Palutians" (catholics) were differentiated only after the beginning of the third 
century. 
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the historical development, though the Church of Constantine 
and Theodosius was alone really able to suppress them. 

§ 4. The most important Gnostic Doctrines. 

We have still to measure and compare with the earliest 
#^ tradition those Gnostic doctrines, which, partly at once and 
partly in the following period, became important. Once more, 
however, we must expressly refer to the fact, that the epoch- 
making significance of Gnosticism for the history of dogma, 
must not be sought chiefly in the particular doctrines, but 
rather in the whole way in which Christianity is here conceived 
and transformed. (The decisive thing is the conversion of the 
I Gospel into a doctrine, into an absolute philosophy of religion,^ 
the transforming of the disciplina Evangelii into an asceticism 
based on a dualistic conception, and into a practice of mys- 
teries. * We have now briefly to shew, with due regard to 
the earliest tradition, how far this transformation was of posi- 
tive or negative significance for the following period, that is, 
in what respects the following development was anticipated by 
Gnosticism, and in what respects Gnosticism was disavowed 
by this development. * 

1 There can be no doubt that the Gnostic propaganda was seriously hindered 
by the inability to organise and discipline churches, which is characteristic of 
all philosophic systems of religion. The Gnostic organisation of schools and 
mysteries was not able to contend with the episcopal organisation of the 
churches; see Ignat. ad Smyr. 6. 2; TertuU. de praescr. 41. Attempts at actual 
formations of churches were not altogether wanting in the earliest period; at a 
later period they were forced on some schools. We have only to read Iren. 
III. 15. 2 in order to see that these associations could only exist by finding 
support in a church. Irensus expressly remarks that the Valentinians designated 
the common Christians nahoKinot (communes) x«} ixxMiristo'Ttiu/y but that they, 
on the other hand, complained that ^^ we kept away from their fellowship without 
cause, as they thought like ourselves.** 

2 The differences between the Gnostic CHiristianity and that of the Church, 
that is, the later ecclesiastical theology, were fluid, if we observe the following 
points, (i) That even in the main body of the Church, the element of know- 
ledge was increasingly emphasised, and the Gospel began to be converted into 
a perfect knowledge of the world (increasing reception of Greek philosophy, 
development of iflvri^ to TvAtf-zc). (2) That the dramatic eschatology began to 
fade away. (3) That room was made for docetic views, and value put upon a 
strict asceticism. On the other hand, we must note: (i) That aU this existed 
only in germ or fragments within the great Church during the flourishing 
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(i) Christianity > which is the only true and absolute religion, __ 
embraces a revealed system of doctrine (positive). 

(2) This doctrine contains mysterious powers, which are com- ^ 
municated to men by initiation (mysteries). 

(3) The revealer is Christ (positive), but Christ alone, and 
only in his historical appearance — no Old Testament Christ 
(negative); this appearance is itself redemption: the doctrine 
is the announcement of it and of its presuppositions (positive). ^ 

(4) Christian doctrine is to be drawn from the Apostolic 
tradition, critically examined. This tradition lies before us in ^ 
a series of Apostolic writings, and in a secret doctrine derived 
from the Apostles, (positive). * As exoteric it is compre- 

period of Gnosticism. (2) That the great Church held fast to the facts fixed 
in the baptismal formula (in the Kerygmd)^ and to the eschatological expecta- 
tions, further, to the creator of the world as the supreme God, to the unity of 
Jesus Christ, and to the Old Testament, and therefore rejected dualism. (3) That 
the great Church defended the unity and equality of the human race, and 
therefore the uniformity and universal aim of the Christian salvation. (4) That 
it rejected every introduction of new, especially of Oriental Mythologies, guided 
in this by the early Christian consciousness and a sure intelligence. A deeper, 
more thorough distinction between the Church and the Gnostic parties hardly 
dawned on the consciousness of either. The Church developed herself instinc- 
tively into an imperial Church, in which office was to play the chief role. The 
Gnostics sought to establish or conserve associations in which the genius should 
rule, the genius in the way of the old prophets or in the sense of Plato, or in 
the sense of a union of prophecy and philosophy. In the Gnostic conflict, at 
least at its close, the judicial priest fought with the virtuoso and overcame him. 

1 The absolute significance of the person of Christ was very plainly expressed 
in Gnosticism (Christ is not only the teacher of the truth, but the manifestation 
of the truth), more plainly than where he was regarded as the subject of Old 
Testament revelation. The pre-existent Christ has significance in some Gnostic 
schools, but always a comparatively subordinate one. The isolating of the person 
of Christ, and quite as much the explaining away of his humanity, is manifestly out 
of harmony with the earliest tradition. But, on the other hand, it must not be 
denied that the Gnostics recognised redemption in the historical Christ: Christ 
personally procured it (see under 6. h.). 

2 In Uiis thesis, which may be directly corroborated by the most important 
Gnostic teachers. Gnosticism shews that it desires in thesi (in a way similar 
to Philo) to continue on the soil of Christianity as a positive religion. Con- 
scious of being bound to tradition, it first definitely raised the question, what is 
Christianity? and criticised and sifted the sources for an answer to the question. The 
rejection of the Old Testament led it to that question and to this sifting. It 
may be maintained with the greatest probability, that the idea of a canonical 
collection of Christian writings first emerged among the Gnostics (see also 
Marcion). They really needed such a collection, while all those who recognised 
the Old Testament as a document of revelation and gave it a Christian inter- 
pretation, did not at first need a new document, but simply joined on the new 
to the old, the Gospel to the Old Testament. From the numerous frag- 
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ments of Gnostic commentaries on New Testament writings which have been 
preserved, we see that these writings there enjoyed canonical authority, while at 
the same period, we hear nothing of such authority, nor of commentaries in 
the main body of Christendom (see Heinrici, ^^Die Valentinianische Gnosis, 
u. d. h. Schrift" 1 871). Undoubtedly, sacred writings were selected according 
to the principle of apostolic origin. This is proved by the inclusion of the Pauline 
Epistles in the collections of books. There is evidence of such having been made 
by the Naassenes, Peratae, Valentinians, Marcion, Tatian and the Gnostic Justin. 
The collection of the Valentinians, and the Canon of Tatian must have really 
coincided with the main parts of the later Ecclesiastical Canon. The later Val- 
entinians accommodated themselves to this Canon, that is, recognised the books 
that had been added (TertuU. de prsescr. 38). The question as to who first 
conceived and realised the idea of a Canon of Christian writings, Basilides, or 
Valentinus, or Marcion, or whether this was done by several at the same time, 
will always remain obscure, though many things favour Marcion. If it should 
even be proved that Basilides (see Euseb. H. £. IV. 7. 7) and Valentinus him- 
self, regarded the Gospels only as authoritative, yet the full idea of the Canon 
lies already in the fact of their making these the foundation and interpreting 
them allegorically. The question as to the extent of the Canon afterwards 
became the subject of an important controversy between the Gnostics and the 
Catholic Church. The Catholics throughout took up the position that their Canon 
was the earlier, and the Gnostic collection the corrupt revision of it (they were 
unable to adduce proof, as is attested by TertuUian's de praescr.). But the aim 
of the Gnostics to establish themselves on the uncorrupted apostolic tradition, 
gathered from writings, was crossed by three tendencies, which, moreover, were 
all jointly operative in the Christian communities and are therefore not peculiar 
to Gnosticism. (l) By faith in the continuance of prophecy, in which new things 
are always revealed by the Holy Spirit (the Basilidean and Marcionite prophets). 
(2) By the assumption of an esoteric secret tradition of the Apostles (see Clem. 
Strom. VII. 17. 106. 108; Hipp. Philos. VH. 20; Iren. I. 25. 5: III. 2. i; 
TertuU. de prsescr. 25. Cf. the Gnostic book, n/rric So^/«, which in great 
part is based on doctrines said to be imparted by Jesus to his disciples after 
his resurrection). (3) By the inability to oppose the continuous production of 
Evangelic writings, in other words, by the continuance of this kind of literature 
and .the addition of Acts of the Apostles (Gospel of the Egyptians (?), other 
Gospels, Acts of John, Thomas, Philip, etc. We know absolutely nothing 
about the conditions under which these writings originated, the measure of 
authority which they enjoyed, or the way in which they gained that authority). 
In all these points, which in Gnosticism hindered the development of Christi- 
anity to the ^^ religion of a new book'\ the Gnostic schools shew that they 
stood precisely under the same conditions as the Christian communities in 
general (see above Chap. 3. § 2). If all things do not deceive us, the same 
inner development may be observed even in the Valentinian school, as in the 
great Church, viz., the production of sacred Evangelic and Apostolic w^ri- 
tings, prophecy and secret gnosis, falling more and more into the background, 
and the completed Canon becoming the most important basis of the doctrine of 
religion. The later Valentinians (see Tertull. de prsescr. and adv. Valent.) 
seem to have appealed chiefly to this Canon, and Tatian no less (about whose 
Canon, see my Texte u. Unters. I. i. 2. pp. 213-218). But finally, we must 
refer to the fact, that it was the highest concern of the Gnostics to furnish the 
historical proof of the Apostolic origin of their doctrine by an exact reference 
to the links of the tradition (see Ritschl, Entstehung der altkath. Kirche. 2nd 
ed. p. 338 f.) Here again it appears, that Gnosticism shared with Christendom 
the universal presupposition, that the valuable thing is the Apostolic origin 
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bended in the regula fidei (positive), ^ as esoteric it is prop- 
agated by chosen teachers. ' 

(5) The documents ofrevelation (Apostolic writings), just because 
they are such, must be interpreted by means of allegory, that is, 
their deeper meaning must be extracted in this way (positive). ' 

(see above, p. 160 f.), but that it first created artificial chains of tradition, and 
that this is the first point in which it was followed by the Church: (see the 
appeals to the Apostle Matthew, to Peter and Paul through the mediation of 
^^Glaukias" and ^^Theodas", to James and the favourite disciples of the Lord, in 
the case of the Naassenes, Ophites, Basilideans and Valentinians, etc. ; see, further, 
the close of the Epistle of Ptolemy to Flora in Epiphan. H. 33. 7: Matf^o')} 
i%^Q xai r^y roCrov ipx^^ ^' ^ yivynivtVi il^tovfuwi r^c iiforroXiKSi^ ^apaidvtoiQt 
ti tK hetiox^Q f^ ^(AttQ TapffiA^^/tiffv, {Atrk xaipeV [sic] kovov/o'M xdvreiq ro^^ 
A6>yovQ r$ toO o-wr^foc ^<^«0'N«A/fe, as well as the passages adduced above un- 
der 2). From this it further follows that the Gnostics may have compiled their 
Canon solely according to the principle of Apostolic origin. Upon the whole 
we may see here, how foolish it is to seek to dispose of Gnosticism with the 
phrase, ^^ lawless fancies'*. On the contrary, the Gnostics purposely took their 
stand on the tradition; nay, they were the first in Christendom who determined 
the range, contents and manner of propagating the tradition. They are thus the 
first Christian theologians. 

1 Here also we have a point of unusual historical importance. As we first 
find a new Canon among the Gnostics, so also among them (and in Marcion) 
we first meet with the traditional complex of the Christian Kerygma as a doc- 
trinal confession (regula fidei)^ that is, as a confession, which, because it is fun- 
damental, needs a speculative exposition, but is set forth by this exposition as 
the sunmiary of all wisdom. The hesitancy about the details of the Kerygma 
only shews the general uncertainty which at that time prevailed. But again, 
we see that the later Valentinians completely accommodated themselves to the 
later development in the Church (TertuU. adv. Valent. I: ^^communem fidem 
adfirmant"), that is, attached themselves, probably even from the first, to the 
existing forms, while in the Marcionite Church a peculiar regula was set up by 
a criticism of the tradition. The regula^ as a matter of course, was regarded as 
Apostolic. On Gnostic regula^ see Iren. I. 21. 5, 31. 3: II. praef. : II. 19. 
8: III. II. 3: III. 16. I. 5; Ptolem. ap. Epiph. h. 33. 7; TertuU. adv. Valent. i. 
4: de praescr. 42: adv. Marc. I. i: IV. 5. 17; Ep. Petri ad Jacob, in Clem. 
Horn. c. I. We still possess, in great part verbatim, the regula of Apelles, in 
Epiphan. h. 44. 2. Irenseus (I. 7. 2) and TertuU. (de came 20) state that the 
Valentinian regula contained the formula: *-^ yewtidSvra ii^ Map/a("; see on this 
p. 203. In noting that the two points so decisive for Catholicism, the Canon 
of the New Testament and the Apostolic regula^ were first, in the strict sense, 
set up by the Gnostics on the basis of a definite fixing and systematising of 
the oldest tradition, we may see that the weakness of Gnosticism here consisted 
in its inability to exhibit the publicity of tradition and to place its propa- 
gation in close connection with the organisation of the churches. 

2 We do not know the relation in which the Valentinians placed the public 
Apostolic regula fidei^ to the secret doctrine derived from one Apostle. The 
Church, in opposition to the Gnostics, strongly emphasised the publicity of 
all tradition. Yet afterwards, though with reservations, she gave a wide scope 
to the assumption of a secret tradition. 

3 The Gnostics transferred to the Evangelic writings, and demanded as simply 
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(6) The following may be noted as the main points in the 
Gnostic conception of the several parts of the regula fidei. 

(a) The difference between the supreme God and the 
creator of the world, and therewith the opposing of redemp- 
tion and creation, and therefore, the separation of the Mediator 
of revelation from the Mediator of creation. * 

(b) The separation of the supreme God from the God of 
the Old Testament, and therewith the rejection of the Old 
Testament, or the assertion that the Old Testament contains 
no revelations of the supreme God, or at least only in cer- 
tain parts. * 

(c) The doctrine of the independence and eternity of matter, 

(d) The assertion that the present world sprang from a fall 

necessary, the methods which Barnabas and others used in expounding the 
Old Testament (see the samples of their exposition in Irenseus and Qemeat. 
Heinrici 1. c). In this way, of course, all Uie specialties of the systems may- 
be found in the documents. The Church at first condemned this method (Ter- 
tuU. de prsescr. 17-19. 39; Iren. I. 8. 9), but applied it herself from the mo- 
ment in which she had adopted a New Testament Canon of equal authority 
with that of the Old Testament. However, the distinction always remained, that 
in the confrontation of the two Testaments with the view of getting proofs from 
prophecy, the history of Jesus described in the Gospels was not at first allegor- 
ised. Yet afterwards, the Christological dogmas of the third and following 
centuries demanded a docetic explanation of many points in that history. 

1 In the Valentinian, as well as in all systems not coarsely dualistic, the 
Redeemer Christ has no doubt a certain share in the constitution of the highest 
class of men, but only through complicated mediations. The significance which 
is attributed to Christ in many systems for the production or organisation of 
the upper world, may be mentioned. In the Valentinian system there are sever- 
al mediators. It may be noted that the abstract conception of the divine prim- 
itive Being seldom called forth a real controversy. As a rule, offence was 
taken only at the expressions. 

2 The Epistle of Ptolemy to Flora is very instructive here. If we leave out 
of account the peculiar Gnostic conception, we have represented in Ptolemy*s 
criticism the later Catholic view of the Old Testament, as well as also the 
beginning of a historical conception of it. The Gnostics were the first critics of 
the Old Testament in Christendom. Their allegorical exposition of the Evan- 
gelic writings should be taken along with their attempts at interpreting the Old 
Testament literally and historically. It may be noted, for example, that the 
Gnostics were the first to call attention to the significance of the change of 
name for God in the Old Testament; see Iren. II. 35. 3. The early Christian 
tradition led to a procedure directly the opposite. Apelles, in particular, the 
disciple of Marcion, exercised an intelligent criticism on the Old Testament, 
see my treatise, ^^de Apellis gnosi." p. 71 sq., and also Texte u. Unters. VI. 3. 
p. Ill if. Marcion himself recognised the historical contents of the Old Testa- 
ment as reliable, and the criticism of most Gnostics only called in question 
its religious value. 
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of man, or from an undertaking hostile to God, and is there- 
fore the product of an evil or intermediate being. ^ 

(e) The doctrine, that evil is inherent in matter, and there- 
fore is a physical potence. * 

(/) The assumption of iGons, that is, real powers and hea- 
venly persons in whom is unfolded the absoluteness of the 
Godhead. ' 

1 Ecclesiastical opponents rightly put no value on the fact, that some 
Gnostics advanced to Pan-Satanism with regard to the conception of the world, 
while others beheld a certain justitia chnlis ruling in the world. For the stand- 
point which the Christian tradition had marked out, this distinction is just as 
much a matter of indifference, as the other, whether the Old Testament pro- 
ceeded from an evil, or from an intermediate being. The Gnostics attempted 
to correct the judgment of faith about the world and its relation to God, by 
an empiric view of the world. Here again they are by no means ^^visionaries", 
however fantastic the means by which they^have expressed their judgment about 
the condition of the world, and attempted to explain that condition. Those, 
rather are ^^visionaries** who give themselves up to the belief that the world 
is the work of a good and omnipotent Deity, however apparently reasonable 
the arguments they adduce. The Gnostic (Hellenistic) philosophy of religion, at 
this point, comes into the sharpest opposition to the central point of the Old 
Testament Christian belief, and all else really depends on this. Gnosticism is 
antichristian so far as it takes away from Cluristianity its Old Testament foun- 
dation, and belief in the identity of the creator of the world with the supreme 
God. That was immediately felt and noted by its opponents. 

2 The ecclesiastical opposition was long uncertain on this point. It is inte- 
resting to note that Basilides portrayed the sin inherent in the child from birth, 
in a way that makes one feel as though he were* listening to Augustine (see 
the fragment from the 23rd book of the 'E^vyVTiJui, in Clem., Strom. VI. 12. 
83). But it is of great importance to note how even very special later termin- 
ologies, dogmas, etc., of the Church, were in a certain way anticipated by the 
Gnostics. Some samples will be given below; but meanwhile we may here 
refer to a fragment from Apelles* Syllogisms in Ambrosius (de Parad. V. 28): 
^^ Si hominem non perfectum fecit deus, unusquisque autem per industriam pro- 
priam perfectionem sibi virtutis adsciscit: nonne videtur plus sibi homo adqui- 
rere, quam ei deus contulit?" One seems here to be transferred into the fifth 
century. 

3 The Gnostic teaching did not meet with a vigorous resistance even on this 
point, and could also appeal to the oldest tradition. The arbitrariness in the 
number, derivation and designation of the JEons was contested. The aversion 
to barbarism also co-operated here, in so far as Gnosticism delighted in myste- 
rious words borrowed from the Semites. But the Semitic element attracted as 
well as repelled the Greeks and Romans of the second century. The Gnostic 
terminologies within the Mon speculations were partly reproduced among the 
Catholic theologians of the third century; most important is it that the Gnostics 
have already made use of the concept ^ Sfioo^rioQ " ; see Iren., I. 5. i : J^\Ak 

(said of the Sophia): L 5. 4, nee} toOtov ilvcu rdv xar* gJxSva nai 6iio(mrn ywyo^ 
wSra' KBpr* ilx^Ya fih rdv UAixdy ih'dfX'*^* xapairX^a'tov iih, c^AA* oVx ^fioo^nov rfi 
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(g) The assertion that Christ revealed a God hitherto un- 
known. 

{h) The doctrine , that in the person of Jesus Christ — the 
Gnostics saw in it redemption, but they reduced the person 
to the physical nature — the heavenly JEon, Christ, and the 
human appearance of that iEon must be clearly distinguished, 
and a " distincte agere " ascribed to each. Accordingly there 
were some, such as Basilides, who acknowledged no real union 
between Christ and the man Jesus, whom besides they regarded 
as an earthly man. Others, e.g., part of the Valentin- 
ians, among whom the greatest differences prevailed — see 
Tertull. adv. Valent. 39 — ^aught that the body of Jesus was 
a heavenly psychical formation, and sprang from the womb 
of Mary only in appearance.^ (Finally, a third party, such as 
Saturninus, declared that the whole visible appearance of 
Christ was a phantom, and therefore denied the birth of Christ. ^ 

dfiooCo'tey CxApxov rf fJUfrpL In aU these cases the word means ^^of one sub- 
stance". It is found in the same sense in Clem., Horn. 20. 7: See also PhUos. 
VII. 22; Clem., Exc. Theod. 42. Other terms also which have acquired great 
significance in the Church since the days of Origen, {e. g,^ iyiyyirroc), are found 
among the Gnostics, see £p. Ptol. ad Floram, 5. and Bigg. (1. c. p. 58, note 3) 
calls attention to the appearance of rp<^c in Excerpt, ex. Theod. § 80, perhaps 
the earliest passage. 

I The characteristic of the Gnostic Christology is not Docetism, in the strict 
sense, but the doctrine of the two natures, that is, the distinction between Jesus 
and Christ, or the doctrine that the Redeemer as Redeemer was not a man. 
The Gnostics based this view on the inherent sinfulness of human nature, and 
it was shared by many teachers of the age without being based on any prin- 
ciple (see above p. 195 f.). The most popular of the three Christologies briefly 
characterised above was undoubtedly that of the Valentinians. It is found, 
with great variety of details, in most of the nameless fragments of Gnostic lit- 
erature that have been preserved, as well as in Apelles. This Christology might 
be accommodated to the accounts of the Gospels and the baptismal confession 
(how far is shewn by the regula of ApeUes, and that of the Valentinians may 
have run in similar terms). It was taught here that Christ had passed through 
Mary as a channel; from this doctrine followed very easily the notion of the 
Virginity of Mary, uninjured even after the birth — it was already known to 
Clem. Alex. (Strom. VII. 16. 93). The Church also, later on, accepted this 
view. It is very difficult to get a clear idea of the Christology of Basilides, 
as very diverse doctrines were afterwards set up in his school as is shewn by 
the accounts. Among them is the doctrine, likewise held by others, that Christ 
in descending from the highest heaven took to himself something from every 
sphere through which he passed. Something similar is found among the Val- 
entinians, some of whose prominent leaders made a very complicated phenomenon 
of Christ, and gave him also a direct relation to the demiurge. There is 
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Christ separates that which is unnaturally united, and thus 
leads everything back again to himself; in this redemption 
consists (full contrast to the notion of the ivaxi^a^xlnaiq). 



further found Kere the doctrine of the heavenly humanity, which was afterwards 
accepted by ecclesiastical theologians. Along with, the fragments of Basilides the 
account of Clem. Alex, seems to me the most reliable. According to this, Basil- 
ides taught that Christ descended on the man Jesus at the baptism. Some of 
the Valentinians taught something similar: the Christology of Ptolemy is char- 
acterised by the union of all conceivable Christological theories. The different 
early Christian conceptions may be found in him. Basilides did not admit 
a real union between Christ and Jesus; but it is interesting to see how the 
Pauline Epistles caused the theologians to view the sufferings of Christ as ne- 
cessarily based on the assumption of sinful flesh, that is, to deduce from the 
sufferings that Christ has assumed sinful flesh. The Basilidean Christology will 
prove to be a peculiar preliminary stage of the later ecclesiastical Christology. 
The anniversary of the baptism of Christ was to the Basilideans, as the day of 
the CTi^vfidt, a high festival day (see Clem., Strom. I. 21. 146): they fixed it 
for the 6th (2nd) January. And in this also the Catholic Church has followed 
the Gnosis. The real docetic Christology as represented by Satuminus (and 
Marcion) was radically opposed to the tradition, and struck out the birth of 
Jesus, as well as the first 30 years of his life. An accurate exposition of the 
Gnostic Christologies, which would carry us too far here, (see especially Ter- 
tulL, de came Christi), would shew, that a great part of the questions which 
occupy Church theologians till the present day, were already raised by the 
Gnostics; for example, what happened to the body of Christ after the resurrec- 
tion? (see the doctrines of Apelles and Hermogenes); what significance the ap- 
pearance of Christ had for the heavenly and Satanic powers? what meaning 
belongs to his sufferings, although there was no real suffering for the heavenly 
Christ, but only for Jesus? etc. In no other point do the anticipations in the 
Gnostic dogmatic stand out so plainly (see the system of Origen; many passa- 
ges bearing on the subject will be found in the third and fourth volumes of 
this work, to which readers are referred). The Catholic Church has learned 
but little from the Gnostics, that is, from the earliest theologians in Christen- 
dom, in the doctrine of God and the world, but very much in Christology, and 
who can maintain that she has ever completely overcome the Gnostic doctrine 
of the two natures, nay, even Docetism? Redemption viewed in the historical 
person of Jesus, that is, in the appearance of a Divine being on the earth, but 
the person divided and the real history of Jesus explained away and made in- 
operative, is the signature of the Gnostic Christology — this, however, is also the 
danger of the system of Origen and those systems that are dependent on him 
(Docetism) as well as, in another way, the danger of the view of TertuUian 
and the Westerns (doctrine of two natures). Finally, it should be noted that 
the Gnosis always made a distinction between the supreme God and Christ, but 
that, from the religious position, it had no reason for emphasising that distinc- 
tion. For to many Gnostics, Christ was in a certain way the manifestation of 
the supreme God himself, and therefore in the more popular writings of the 
Gnostics (see the Acta Johannis) expressions are applied to Christ which seem 
to identify him with God. The same thing is true of Marcion and also of 
Valentinus (see his Epistle in Clem., Strom. II. 20. 114: tU ^i '^fv kymU^ 0^ 
nrapovvfa i^ \ik toO t)io0 ^ipttrt^). This Gnostic estimate of Christ has undoubt- 
edly had a mighty influence on the later Church development of Christology. 
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(i) The conversion of the ixxXtivlx (it was no innovation to 
regard the heavenly Church as an JEon), into the college of 
the pneumatic, who alone in virtue of their psychological en- 
dowment are capable of Gnosis and the divine life, while the 
others, likewise in virtue of their constitution, as hylic perish. 
The Valentinians, and probably many other Gnostics also, 
distinguished between pneumatic, psychic and hylic. They 
regarded the psychic as capable of a certain blessedness, and 
of a corresponding certain knowledge of the supersensible, the 
latter being obtained through Pistis, that is, through Chris- 
tian faith. 1 

We might say without hesitation that to most Gnostics Christ was a Tvci/fMe, 
ifuoCo-tov T^ ^arpi. The details of the life, sufferings and resurrection of Jesus 
are found in many Gnostics, transformed, complemented and arranged in the 
way in which Celsus (Orig., c. Cels. I. II) required for an impressive and cred- 
ible history. Celsus indicates how everything must have taken place if Christ 
had been a God in human form. The Gnostics in part actually narrate it so. 
What an instructive coincidence! How strongly the docetic view itself was ex- 
pressed in the case of Valentinus, and how the exaltation of Jesus above the 
earthly was thereby to be traced back to his moral struggle, is shewn in the 
remarkable fragment of a letter (in Clem., Strom. III. 7. 59): lUanra ^wofufva^ 
hyxprnriiQ r^y 6i6nira 'IhivoVq ilfiy^^tro. ^9'6tgv ykp tmi 'iffisv li/m^ oifx Axoitioi>Q 

Tpo4»iv iv atrr^ mi rd ^ifpt^im a&rdc obK ilxf^. In this notion, however, there 
is more sense and historical meaning than in that of the later ecclesiastical 
aphtharto-docetism. 

I The Gnostic distinction of classes of men was connected with the old 
distinction of stages in spiritual understanding, but has its basis in a law of 
nature. There were again empirical and psychological views — they must have 
been regarded as very important, had not the Gnostics taken them from the 
traditions of the philosophic schools — which made the universalism of the 
Christian preaching of salvation, appear unacceptable to the Gnostics. Moreover, 
the transformation of religion into a doctrine of the school, or into a mystery cult, 
always resulted in the distinction of the knowing from the profanum vulgus^ 
But in the Valentinian assumption, that the common Christians as psychical 
occupy an intermediate stage, and that they are saved by faith, we have a com- 
promise which completely lowered the Gnosis to a scholastic doctrine within 
Christendom. Whether and in what way the Catholic Church maintained the 
significance of Pistis as contrasted with Gnosis, and in what way the distinction 
between the knowing (priests) and the laity was there reached, will be examined 
in its proper place. It should be noted, however, that the Valentinian, Ptolemy, 
ascribes freedom of will to the psychic (which the pneumatic and hylic lack), 
and therefore has sketched by way of by-work a theology for the psychical 
beside that for the pneumatic, which exhibits striking harmonies with the exoteric 
system of Origen. The denial by Gnosticism of free will, and therewith of 
moral responsibility, called forth very decided contradiction. Gnosticism, that 
is, the acute hellenising of Christianity, was wrecked in the Church on free 
will, the Old Testament and eschatology. 
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(k) The rejection of the entire early christian eschatology, 
especially the second coming of Christ, the resurrection of 
the body and Christ's Kingdom of glory on the earth, and, ^ 
in connection with this, the assertion that the deliverance of 
the spirit from the sensuous can be expected only from the 
future, while the spirit enlightened about itself already pos- 
sesses immortality, and only awaits its introduction into the 
pneumatic pleroma. ' 

I The greatest deviation of Gnosticism from tradition appears in eschatology, 
along with the rejection of the Old Testament and the separation of the creator 
of the world from the supreme God. Upon the whole our sources say very 
little about the Gnostic eschatology. This, however, is not astonishing; for the 
Gnostics had not much to say on the matter, or what they had to say found 
expression in their doctrine of the genesis of the world, and that of redemption 
through Christ. We learn that the regula of Apelles closed with the words: 
ivixTti f ?c oitfciifbv ffUv xai ftu, instead of ti9tv Vp^rroi xpTvat ^ihra^ jea> ¥tnpo6^. 
We know that Marcion, who may already be mentioned here, referred the whole 
eschatological expectations of early Christian times to the province of the god 
of the Jews, and we hear that Gnostics (Valentinians) retained the words vapnidQ 
Mivretvtif, but interpreted them to mean that one must rise in this life, that is 
perceive the truth (thus the ^^ resurrectio a mortuis", that is, exaltation above 
the earthly, took the place of the "resurrectio mortuorum"; See Iren. II. 31.2: 
TertulL, de resurr. camis, 19). While the Christian tradition placed a g^at 
drama at the close of history, the Gnostics regard the history itself as the dnima, 
which virtually closes with the (first) appearing of Christ. It may not have 
been the opinion of all Gnostics that the resurrection has already taken place, 
yet for most of them the expectations of the future seem to have been quite 
faint, and above all without significance. The life is so much included in 
knowledge, that we nowhere in our sources find a strong expression of hope in 
a life beyond, (it is different in the earliest Gnostic documents preserved in the 
Coptic language) and the introduction of the spirits into the Pleroma appears 
very vague and uncertain. But it is of great significance that those Gnostics 
who, according to their premises, required a real redemption from the world as 
the highest good, remained finally in the same uncertainty and religious despon- 
dency with regard to this redemption, as characterised Uie Greek philosophers. 
A religion which is a philosophy of religion remains at all times fixed to this 
life, however strongly it may emphasise the contrast between the spirit and its 
surroundings, and however ardently it may desire redemption. The desire for 
redemption is unconsciously replaced by the thinker^s joy in his knowledge, 
which allays the desire (Iren., III. 15. 2: ^'Inflatns est iste [scil. the Valentinian 
proud of knowledge] neque in coelo, neque in terra putat se esse, sed intra 
Pleroma introisse et complexum jam angelum suum, cum institorio et supercilio 

incedit gallinacei elationem habens Plurimi, quasi jam perfecti, semetipsos 

spiritales vocant, et se nosse jam dicunt eum qui sit intra Pleroma ipsorum re- 
frigerii locum"). As in every philosophy of religion, an element of free think- 
ing appears very plainly here also. The eschatological hopes can only have 
been maintained in vigour by the conviction that the world is of God. But we 
must finally refer to the fact, that even in eschatology. Gnosticism only drew 
the inferences from views which were pressing into Christendom from all sides, 
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In addition to what has been mentioned here, we must 
finally fix our attention on the ethics of Gnosticism. Like 
the ethics of all systems which are based on the contrast 
between the sensuous and spiritual elements of human nature, 
that of the Gnostics took a twofold direction. On the one 
hand, it sought to suppress and uproot the sensuous, and thus 
became strictly ascetic (imitation of Christ as motive of asce- 
ticism ; ^ Christ and the Apostles represented as ascetics) ; * 
on the other hand, it treated the sensuous element as indif- 
ferent and so became libertine, that is conformed to the 
world. The former was undoubtedly the more common, 
though there are credible witnesses to the latter ; the frequen-- 
tissimum collegium in particular, the Valentinians, in the 
days of Irenseus and Tertullian, did not vigorously enough 
prohibit a lax and world-conforming morality, ' and among 
the Syrian and Egyptian Gnostics there were associations 
which celebrated the most revolting orgies. * As the early 
Christian tradition summoned to a strict renunciation of the 
world and to self-control, the Gnostic asceticism could not but 
make an impression at the first; but the dualistic basis on 
which it rested could not fail to excite suspicion as soon as 
one was capable of examining it. ^ 

and were in an increasing measure endangering its hopes of the future. Be- 
sides, in some Valentinian circles, the future life was viewed as a condition of 
education, as a progress through the series of the (seven) heavens ; i . ^., purga* 
torial experiences in the future were postulated. Both afterwards, ^m the time 
of Origen, forced their way into the doctrine of the Church (purgatory, different 
ranks in heaven), Clement and Origen being throughout strongly influenced by 
the Valentinian eschatology. 

1 See the passage Clem., Strom. III. 6, 49, which is given above p. 238. 

2 Cf. the Apocryphal Acts of Apostles and diverse legends of Apostles 
(e,g.^ in Clem. Alex.). 

3 More can hardly be said: the heads of schools were themselves earnest 
men. No doubt statements such as that of Heracleon seem to have led to laxity 
in the lower sections of the collegium: SfioAoyitn ilveu riiv fih iv rp ^imt tuti 
ToXiTtf^, r^ ii fv ^mvffi' if fih/ eltv iv <^«v$ 6fioXoy/a tuti ixl tAv f|otf«>#fiy y/vrrat, 
Ifv fidviiv 6noKoyfan nyoVvrtu tlveu 0/ xofJioi, ot^x ^^^Q i^vmvrm H rm^rwf riiv 
ifioXoytcn KM of vToxpirai ii<io\oyt7v. 

4 See Epiph. h. 26, and the statements in the Coptic Gnostic works. (Schmidt, 
Texte u. Unters. VIII. i. 2. p. 566 ff.). 

5 There arose in this way an extremely difficult theoretical problem, but 
practically a convenient occasion for throwing asceticism altogether overboard, 
with the Gnostic asceticism, or restricting it to easy exercises. This is not the 
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Literature, — The writings of Justin (his syntagma against 
heresies has not been preserved), Irenaeus, Tertullian, Hip- 

• 

place for entering into the detuls. Shibboletlis, snch as ^t^ywrt oh rk^ ^v-hq, 
^AAik rikc yvctfia^ rfiy xoxAv, may have soon appeared. It may be noted here, 
that the asceticism which gained the victory in Monasticism, was not really 
that which sprang from early Christian, but from Greek impulses, without, of 
course, being based on the same principle. Gnosticism anticipated the future even 
here. That could be much more clearly proved in the history of the worship. 
A few points which are of importance for the histoiy of dogma may be men- 
tioned here: (i) The Gnostics viewed the traditional sacred actions (Baptism 
and the Lord's Supper) entirely as mysteries, and applied to them the termin- 
ology of the mysteries (some Gnostics set them aside as psychic); but in doing 
so Uiey were only drawing the inferences from changes which were then in 
process throughout Christendom. To what extent the later Gnosticism in partic- 
cular was interested in sacraments, may be studied especially in the Pistis 
Sophia and the other Coptic works of the Gnostics, which Carl. Schmidt has 
edited; see, for example, Pistis Sophia, p. 233. ^^ Dixit Jesus ad suos ita^^ra^i 
ifiify, dixi vobis, baud adduxi quidquam in xSvfiw veniens nisi hunc ignem et 
banc aquam et hoc vinum et hunc sanguinem." (2) They increased the holy 
actions by the addition of new ones, repeated baptisms (expiations), anointing 
with oil, sacrament of confirmation (iToA^p«0-i$) ; see, on Gnostic sacraments, 
Iren. I. 20, and Lipsins, Apokr. Apostelgesch. I. pp. 336^ — 343, and cf. the wviotSc 
furmfooOo't in the delineation of the Shepherd of Hermas. Mand. XI. (3) Marcus 
represented the wine in the Lord's Supper as actual blood in consequence of the 
act of blessing: see Iren., I. 13. 2: war^pta dhf uMxpafUva TpoTirotoiiU¥OQ thxfi^ 
pirrtlv, Kcii M ^kiw Inrtivmv rdy ^Ayov r^c h^tKk^vtm^ wop^^ua «at ipv$pk iva- 
^afvicrioi flroif?, Aq ioxitv r^y ird rSv ihrip rk fi^a x^ptv rd cttfM rd iewt^Q o^d^itv 
hf iKg/vfp rf Tontpfijfi iiii r^C mxA^nttQ eAroO, xai vT§pi(At/pia'$at roi>Q wap6rrtt^ l{ 
Ituhou yt^vaaieu riff Tdfiaro^, Yva tcdt mIq alrod^ I TOfifSp^o')} 1^ itk roC fi^ov ro^rev 
KknilX^lUvn x^ptQ. Marcus was indeed a charlatan; but religious charlatanry 
afterwards became very earnest, and was certainly taken earnestly by many 
adherents of Marcus. The transubstantiation idea, in reference to the elements 
in the mysteries, is also plainly expressed in the Excerpt, ex. Theodot. §82: 
xo? 6 apro^ itdi rd 'i^mov dyt^treu rlji iwAfUi roG M/hctoq oh rk edtrh*6vTa tutric 
rd ^euvdijuvov olei ix^j^^, iXXk ivvdput tl^ i^¥auiv ^rvtvfiartxiiv furafiifiXtiTat 
(that is, not into a new super-terrestrial material, not into the real body of 
Christ, but into a spiritual power). oVrat^ Kot rd ^i^p xai rd i^opxt^^fiwov xaird 
fidxTio'fia ytvdfuvev oh fi6vov Xfi>P*^ '^^ X'*f^^» ^AAik xdt dyw9-fib¥ Tpoa-XotfJifi^ot. 
Irenaeus possessed a litu^cal handbook of Uie Marcionites, and communicates 
many sacramental formulae from it (I. c. 13 sq.). In my treatise on the Pistis 
Sophia (Texte u. Unters. VII. 2. pp. 59 — 94) I think I have shewn ("The 
common Christian and the Catholic elements of the Pistis Sophia") to what 
extent Gnosticism anticipated Catholicism as a system of doctrine and an institute 
of worship. These results have been strengthened by Carl Schmidt (Texte u. 
Unters. VIII. i. 2). Even purgatory, prayers for the dead, and many other 
things, raised in speculative questions and definitely answered, are found in 
those Coptic Gnostic writings, and are then met with again in Catholicism. 
One general remark may be permitted in conclusion. The Gnostics were not 
interested in apologetics, and that is a very significant fact. The wvtCfjut in 
man was regarded by them as a supernatural principle, and on that account 
they are free from all rationalism and moralistic dogmatism. For that very reason 
they are in earnest with the idea of revelation, and do not attempt to prove 
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polytus, Clement of Alexandria, Origen, Epiphanius, Philastrius 
and Theodoret; cf. Volkmar, Die Quellen der Ketzerge- 
schichte, 1885. 

Lipsius, Zur Quellenkritik des Epiphanios, 1865; also Die 
Quellen der altesten Ketzergeschichte, 1875. 

Harnack, Zur Quellenkritik, d. Gresch. d. Gnostic, 1873 (con- 
tinued i. D. Ztschr. f. d. hist. Theol. 1874, and in Qer Schrift 
de Apellis gnosi monarch. 1874). 

Of Gnostic writings we possess the book Pistis Sophia, the 
writings contained in the Coptic Cod. Brucianus, and the Epistle 
of Ptolemy to Flora; also numerous fragments, in connection 
with which Hilgenfeld especially deserves thanks, but which still 
require a more complete selecting and a more thorough dis- 
cussion (see Grabe, Spicilegium T. 1. II. 1700. Heinrici, Die 
Valentin. Gnosis, u. d. H. Schrift, 1871). 

On the (Gnostic) Apocryphal Acts of the Apostles, see 
Zahn, Acta Joh. 1880, and the great work of Lipsius, Die 
apokryphen Apostelgeschichten, I. Vol., 1883; II- Vol., 1887. 
(See also Lipsius, Quellen d. rom. Petrussage, 1872). 

Neander, Genet. Entw. d. vornehmsten gnostischen Systeme, 
1818. 

Matter, Hist. crit. du gnosticisme, 2 Vols. 1828. 

Baur, Die Christl. Gnosis, 1835. 

Lipsius, Der Gnosticismus, in Ersch. und Gruber's Allg. 
Encykl. 71 Bd. i860. 

Moeller, Geschichte d. Kosmologie i. d. Griech. K. bis auf 
Origenes, i860. 

King, The Gnostics and their remains, 1873. 

Mansel, The Gnostic heresies, 1875. 

Jacobi, Art. "Gnosis" in Herzog's Real Encykl. 2nd Edit. 

Hilgenfeld, Die Ketzergeschichte des Urchristenthums, 1884, 

it or convert its contents into natural truths. They did endeavour to prove that 
their doctrines were Christian, but renounced all proof that revelation is the 
truth (proofs from antiquity). One will not easily find in the case of the 
Gnostics themselves, the revealed truth described as philosophy, or morality as 
the philosophic life. If we compare therefore, the first and fundamental system 
of Catholic doctrine, that of Origen, with the system of the Gnostics, we shall 
find that Origen, like Basilides and Valentinus, was a philosopher of revelation, 
but that be had besides a second element which had its origin in apologetics. 
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where the more recent special literature concerning individual 
Gnostics is quoted. 

Lipsius, Art. "Valentinus" in Smith's Dictionary of Christian 
Biography. 

Harnack, Art. "Valentinus" in the Encycl. Brit. 

Harnack, Pistis Sophia in the Texte und Unters. VII. 2. 

Carl Schmidt, Gnostische Schriften in koptischer Sprache 
aus dem Codex Brucianus (Texte und Unters. VIII. i. 2). 

Joel, Blicke in die Religionsgeschichte zu Anfang des 2 Christl. 
Jahrhunderts, 2 parts, 1880, 1883. 

Renan, History of the Origins of Christianity. Vols. V. VI. VII. 



CHAPTER V. 

MARCION*S ATTEMPT TO SET ASIDE THE OLD TESTAMENT 

FOUNDATION OF CHRISTIANITY, 

TO PURIFY TRADITION, AND TO REFORM CHRISTENDOM ON 

THE BASIS OF THE PAULINE GOSPEL. 

Marcion cannot be numbered among the Gnostics in the 
strict sense of the word. * For (i) he was not guided by any 
speculatively scientific, or even by an apologetic, but by a so- 
teriological interest. * (2) He therefore put all emphasis on 
faith, not on Gnosis. ' (3) In the exposition of his ideas he 
neither applied the elements of any Semitic religious wisdom, 

1 He belonged to Pontus and was a rich shipowner: about 139 he came to 
Rome, abready a Christian, and for a short time belonged to the church there. 
As he could not succeed in his attempt to reform it, he broke away from it 
about 144. He founded a church of his own and developed a very great activ- 
ity. He spread his views by numerous journeys, and communities bearing his 
name very soon arose in every province of the Empire (Adamantius, de recta 
in deum fide, Origen, 0pp. ed. Delarue I. p. 809: Epiph. h. 42. p. 668. ed. 
Oehler). They were ecclesiastically organised (TertulL, de prsescr. 41, and adv. 
Marc. IV. 5) and possessed bishops, presbyters, etc. (Euseb., H. E. IV. 15. 46: 
de Mart. Palaest. X. 2: Les Bas and Waddington, Inscript. Grecq. et Ladnes 
rec. en Gr^ce et en Asie Min. Vol. III. No. 2558). Justin (Apol. i. 26) about 
150 tells us that Marcion's preaching had spread xetrk tSv yivo^ Mpinrmv^ and 
by the year 155, the Marcionites were already numerous in Rome (Iren. III. 34). 
Up to his death, however, Marcion did not give up the purpose of winning the 
whole of Christendom, and therefore again and again sought connection with it 
(Iren. 1. c; TertulL, de prsescr. 30), likewise his disciples (see the conversation 
of Apelles with Rhodon in Euseb., H. E. V. 13. 5, and the dialogue of the 
Marcionites with Adamantius). It is very probable that Marcion had fixed the 
ground features of his doctrine, and had laboured for its propagation, even 
before he came to Rome. In Rome the Syrian Gnostic Cerdo had a great 
influence on him, so that we can even yet perceive, and clearly distinguish, the 
Gnostic element in the form of the Marcionite doctrine transmitted to us. 

2 ^^Sufficit," said the Marcionites, ^^unicum opus deo nostro, quod hominem 
liberavit summa et praecipua bonitate sua." (Tertull., adv. Marc. I. 17). 

3 Apelles, the disciple of Marcion, declared (Euseb., H. E. V. 13. 5) vmUi^n^Uu 
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nor the methods of the Greek philosophy of religion. * (4) 
He never made the distinction between an esoteric and an 
exoteric form of religion. He rather clung to the publicity 
of the preaching, and endeavoured to reform Christendom, in 
opposition to the attempts at founding schools for those who 
knew and mystery cults for such as were in quest of initia- 
tion, (it was only after the failure of his attempts at reform 
that he founded churches of his own, in which brotherly 

I This is an extremely important point. Marcion rejected all allegories. (See 
TertuU., ady. Marc. II. 19. 21. 22: III. 5. 6. 14. 19: IV. 15. 20: V. i; 
Orig., Comment, in Matth. T. XV. 3 0pp. III. p. 655: in ep. ad. Rom. Opp. 
IV. p. 494 sq.: Adamant., Sect. I. Orig. Opp. I. pp. 808. 817; Ephr. Synis. 
hymn. 36 Edit. Benedict, p. 520 sq.) and describes this method as an arbitrary 
one. But that simply means that he perceived and avoided the transformation 
of the Gospel into Hellenic philosophy. No philosophic formulae are found in 
any of his statements that have been handed down to us. But what is still 
more important, none of his early opponents have attributed to Marcion a 
system, as they did to Basilides and Valentinus. There can be no doubt that 
Marcion did not set up any system (the Armenian, Esnik, first gives a Marcion- 
ite system, but that is a late production, see my essay in the Ztschr. f. wiss. 
Theol. 1876. p. 80 f.). He was just as far from having any apologetic or 
rationalistic interest. Justin (Apol. I. 58) says of the Marcionites: ivSiti^iv 

xrA. Tertullian again and again casts in the teeth of Marcion that he has 
adduced no proof. See I. 1 1 sq. : III. 2. 3.4: IV. 11:^^ Subito Christus, subito 
et Johannes. Sic sunt omnia apud Marcionem, quae suum et plenum habent 
ordinem apud creatorem". Rhodon (Euseb., H. E. V. 13. 4) says of two pro- 
minent genuine disciples of Marcion: 11^ tUpf^Movrtg r^y hafpwn rfiy Tfoyn^vv, 
Aq oitii iK$7¥0Q, M ipxl^i ix9^¥enfro tpiAfi^ km) ^ce/FohlMrm^, Of Apelles, the 
most important of Marcion^s disciples who laid aside the Gnostic borrows of 
his master, we have the words (1. c): fc^ ittv IfAAic i^trd^tivr^ X&yov, iAA' 
'iKowTovt &^ wnr/a-Tivxit hafiivitv. ^uAtj^MffBat ykp to^q ixt rdv IvravprniUvov ^Ati- 

KdraQ ivm^cUvrro, fUyov \kv ly 'ipyotQ iyaiol^ MlphicmrFeu rd Zl vfic 'irrt 

fjUa itpx^t (Uf ynit^^KMn ^Xayw, o&tm H Kniiv^eu fAdvw . , . . fiif Mvrewtat wSi^ 
f7c lrrt¥ d^iwtiTOQ $§6^t roVro ii TiffTii/itv, It was Marcion's purpose therefore 
to give all value to faith alone, to make it dependent on its own convincing 
power, and avoid all philosophic paraphrase and argument. The contrast in 
which he placed the Christian blessing of salvation, has in principle nothing 
in common with the contrast in which Greek philosophy viewed the summutn 
bonum. Finally, it may be pointed out that Marcion introduced no new ele- 
ments (iEons, Matter, etc.) into his evangelic views, and leant on no Orien- 
tal religious science. The later Marcionite speculations about matter (see the 
account of Esnik) should not be charged upon the master himself, as is mani- 
fest from the second book of Tertullian against Marcion. The assumption that 
the creator of the world created it out of a materia subjacens^ is certainly found 
in Marcion (see TertulL, i. 15; Hippol., Philos. X. 19); but he speculated no 
further about it, and that assumption itself was not rejected, for example, by 
Clem. Alex. (Strom. H. 16. 74: Photius on Clement's Hypotyposes). Marcion did 
not really speculate even about the good God; yet see Tertull., adv. Marc. I. 
14. 15: IV. 7: "Mundus ille superior" — ^^ccelum tertium'*. 
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equality, freedom from all ceremonies, and strict evangelical 
discipline were to rule. * Completely carried away with the 
novelty, uniqueness and grandeur of the Pauline Gospel of 
the grace of God in Christ, Marcion felt that all other con- 
ceptions of the Gospel, and especially its union with the Old 
Testament religion, was opposed to, and a backsliding from 
the truth. 5^ He accordingly supposed that it was necessary 
to make the sharp antitheses of Paul, law and gospel, wrath 
and grace, works and faith, flesh and spirit, sin and right- 
eousness, death and life, that is, the Pauline criticism of the 
Old Testament religion, the foundation of his religious views, 
and to refer them to two principles, the righteous and wrathful 
god of the Old Testament, who is at the same time identical 
with the creator of the world, and the God of the Gospel, 
quite unknown before Christ, who is only love and mercy. ' 
This Paulinism in its religious strength, but without dialectic, 
without the Jewish Christian view of history, and detached from 
the soil of the Old Testament, was to him the true Christi- 
anity. Marcion, like Paul, felt that the religious value of a 
statutory law with commandments and ceremonies, was very 
different from that of a uniform law of love. * Accordingly, 
he had a capacity for appreciating the Pauline idea of faith; 
it is to him reliance on the unmerited grace of God which is 
revealed in Christ. But Marcion shewed himself to be a Greek, 



1 Tertull., de prsescr. 41. sq.; the delineation refers chiefly to the Marcionites 
(see Epiph. h. 42. c. 3. 4, and £snik*s account), on the Church system of 
Marcion, see also Tertull., adv. Marc. I. 14, 21, 23, 24, 28, 29: III. i, 22: 
IV. 5, 34: V. 7, 10, 15, 18. 

2 Marcion himself originally belonged to the main body of the Church, as 
is expressly declared by Tertullian and Epiphanius, and attested by one of his 
own letters, 

3 Tertull., adv. Marc. I. 2, 19: ^^Separatio legis et evangelii proprium et 
principale opus est Marcionis .... ex diversitate sententiarum utriusque instru- 
menti diversitatem quoque argumentatur deorum". U. 28, 29: IV. i. I. 6: 
^^dispares deos, alterum, judicem, ferum, bellipotentem ; alterum mitem, placi- 
dum et tantummodo bonum atque optimum." Iren. I. 27. 2. 

4 Marcion maintained that the good God is not to be feared. Tertull., adv. 
Marc. I. 27: ^^ Atque adeo prse se ferunt Marcionitse, quod deum suum omnino 
non timeant. Malus autem, inquiunt, timebitur; bonus autem diligitur.'* To the 
question why they did not sin if they did not fear their God, the Marcionites 
answered in the words of Rom. VI. i. 2 (1. c). 
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influenced by the religious spirit of the time, by changing the 
ethical contrast of the good and legal into the contrast between 
the infinitely exalted spiritual and the sensible which is sub- 
ject to the law of nature,] by despairing of the triumph of 
good in the world and, consequently, correcting the traditional 
faith that the world and history belong to God, by an empi- 
rical view of the world and the course of events in it, * a 
view to which he was no doubt also led by the severity of 
the early Christian estimate of the world. Yet to him 
systematic speculation about the final causes of the contrast 
actually observed, was by no means the main thing. So far 
as he himself ventured on such a speculation he seems to 
have been influenced by the Syrian Cerdo. The numerous 
contradictions which arise as soon as one attempts to reduce 
Marcion's propositions to a system, and the fact that his dis- 
ciples tried all possible conceptions of the doctrine of princi- 
ples, and defined the relation, of the two Grods very differently, 
are the clearest proof that Marcion was a religious character, 
that he had in general nothing to do with principles, but with 
living beings whose power he felt, and that what he ultimately 
saw in the Gospel was not an explanation of the world, 
but redemption from the world,* — redemption from a world, 
which even in the best that it can offer, has nothing that 
can reach the height of the blessing bestowed in Christ. ' 
Special attention may be called to the following particulars. 
I. /Marcion explained the Old Testament in its literal sense 



1 Tertnll., adv. Marc. I. 2: II. 5. 

2 See the passage adduced p. 266, note 2, and TertuU., I. 19: ^^Immo in- 
quiunt Marcionitse, deus noster, etsi non ab initio, etsi non per conditionem, 
sed per semetipsum revelatus est in Christi Jesu**. The very fact that different 
theological tendencies (schools) appeared within Marcionite Christianity and were 
mutually tolerant, proves that the Marcionite Church itself was not based on a 
formulated system of faith. Apelles expressly conceded different forms of doctrine 
in Christendom, on the basis of faith in the Crucified and a common holy ideal 
of life (see p. 267). 

3 TertulL, I. 13. ^^Narem contrahentes impudentissimi Marcionitse convertuntur 
ad destructionem operum creatoiis. Nimirum, inquiunt, grande opus et dignum 
deo mundus"? The Marcionites (Iren., IV. 34. l) put the question to their 
ecclesiastical opponents, ^^Quid novi attulit dominus veniens?" and therewith 
caused them no small embarrassment. 



/> 
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and rejected every allegorical interpretation. He recognised 
it as the revelation of the creator of the world and the god 
of the Jews, but placed it, just on that account, in sharpest 
contrast to the Gospel.] sHe demonstrated the contradictions 
between the Old Testament and the Grospel in a voluminous 
work (the ivrtiiffn^). ^ ) In the god of the former book he saw 
/ a being whose character was stern justice, and therefore anger, 
contentiousness and unmercifulness. The law which rules nature 
and man appeared to him to accord with the characteristics 
of this god and the kind of law revealed by him, and there- 
fore it seemed credible to him that this god is the creator 
and lord of the world (ieo^jC«dxpir«p). As the law which governs 
the world is inflexible, and yet, on the other hand, full of 
contradictions, just and again brutal, and as the law of the 
Old Testament exhibits the same features, so the god of crea- 
tion was to Marcion a being who united in himself the whole 
gradations of attributes from justice to malevolence, from ob- 
stinacy to inconsistency. ^ Into this conception of the creator 
of the world, the characteristic of which is that it cannot be 
systematised, could easily be fitted the Syrian Gnostic theory 
which regards him as an evil being, because he belongs to this 
world and to matter. Marcion did not accept it in principle, ' 
but touched it lightly and adopted certain inferences. ^ (pn 

1 On these see TertuU., I. 19: II. 28, 29: IV. 1,4, 6: Epiph.; HippoL, Philos. 
VII. 30; the book was used by other Gnostics also (it is very probable that 
I. Tim. VI. 20 — an addition to the Epistle — refers to Marcion^s Antitheses). 
Apelles, Marcion*s disciple, composed a similar work under the title of ^SyUo- 
g^smi". Marcion^s Antitheses, which may still in part be reconstructed from 
Tertullian, Epiphanius, Adamantius, Ephraem, etc., possessed canonical authority 
in the Marcionite church, and therefore took the place of the Old Testament. 
That is quite clear from TertuU., I. 19 (cf. IV. i): Separatio legis et Evangelii 
proprium et principale opus est Marcionis, nee poterunt negare discipuli ejus, 
quod in summo (suo) instrumento habent, quo denique initiantur et indarantur 
in hanc haeresim. 

2 Tertullian has frequently pointed to the contradictions in the Marcionite 
conception of the god of creation. These contradictions, however, vanish as 
soon as we regard Marcion*s god from the point of view that he is Hke his 
revelation in the Old Testament. 

3 The creator of the world is indeed to Marcion ^^malignus'*, butnot^^malus**. 

4 Marcion touched on it when he taught that the ^^visibilia*' belonged to 
the god of creation, but the ^4nvisibilia" to the good God (I. 16). He adopted 
the consequences, inasmuch as he taught docetically about Christ, and only 
assumed a deliverance of the human soul. 
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the basis of the Old Testament and of empirical observation, 
Marcion divided men into two classes, good and evil, though <^ 
he regarded them all, body and soul, as creatures of the de- 
miurge. ) The good are those who strive to fulfil the law of 
the demiurge. These are outwardly better than those who 
refuse him obedience. But the distinction found here is not 
the decisive one. To yield to the promptings of Divine grace 
is the only decisive distinction, and those just men will shew 
themselves less susceptible to the manifestation of the truly 
good than sinners. As Marcion held the Old Testament to 
be a book worthy of belief, though his disciple, Apelles, thought 
otherwise, he referred all its predictions to a Messiah whom 
the creator of the world is yet to send, and who, as a war- 
like hero, is to set up the earthly kingdom of the "just" Grod. * 
2. ^Marcion placed the good Grod of love in opposition to 
the creator of the world. * This Grod has only been revealed 
in Christ/ He was absolutely unknown before Christ, • and 
men were in every respect strange to him. * Out of pure 
goodness and mercy, for these are the essential attributes of 
this God who judges not and is not wrathful, he espoused 
the cause of those beings who were foreign to him, as he 
could not bear to have them any longer tormented by their 
just and yet malevolent lord. ^ ( The God of love appeared 
in Christ and proclaimed a new kingdom (TertulL, adv. Marc. 
III. 24. fin). Christ called to himself the weary and heavy 
laden, ^ and proclaimed to them that he would deliver them 

1 See especially the third book of TertulL., adv. Marcion. 

2 ^^Solius bonitatis") ^deus melior", were Marcion^s standing expressions 
for him. 

3 ^^Deus incognitus" was likewise a standing expression. They maintained 
against all attacks the religious position, that, from the nature of the case, be- 
lievers only can know God, and that this is quite sufficient (TertuU., I. 11). 

4 Marcion firmly emphasised this and appealed to passages in Paul; see 
Tertull., I. II, 19, 23: ^^scio dicturos, atquin hanc esse principalem et perfectam 
bonitatem, cum sine ullo debito familiaritatis in extraneos voluntaria et libera 
effunditur, secundum quam inimicos quoque nostros et hoc nomine jam extraneos 
deligere jubeamur". The Church Fathers therefore declared that Marcion*s good 
God was a thief and a robber. See also Celsus, in Orig. VI. 53. 

5 See Esnik's account, which, however, is to be used cautiously. 

6 Marcion has strongly emphasised the respective passages in Luke^s Gospel: 
see his Antitheses, and his conmients on the Gospel, as presented by TertuUian (1. IV). 
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'^ from the fetters of their lord and from the world J He shewed 
mercy to all while he sojourned on the earth, and did in 






^ 



every respect the opposite of what the creator of the world had 
done to men. (.They who believed in the creator of the world 
nailed him to the cross^ \But in doing so they were uncon- 
sciously serving his purpose, for his death was the price by 
which the God of love purchased men from the creator of the 
world. ^^ (He who places his hope in the Crucified can now 
be sure of escaping from the power of the creator of the 
world, and of being translated into the kingdom of the good 
God.i But experience shews that, like the Jews, men who are 
virtuous according to the law of the creator of the world, 
do not allow themselves to be converted by Christ; it is 
rather sinners who accept his message of redemption. Christ, 
therefore, rescued from the under-world, not the righteous men 
of the Old Testament (Iren. I. 27. 3), but the sinners who 
were disobedient to the creator of the world. If the deter- 
mining thought of Marcion's view of Christianity is here again 
very clearly shewn, the Gnostic woof cannot fail to be seen 
in the proposition, (^hat the good God delivers only the souls, 
not the bodies of believers) The antithesis of spirit and matter, 
appears here as the decisive one, and the good God of love 
becomes the God of the spirit, the Old Testament god the 
god of the flesh. In point of fact, Marcion seems to have 
given such a turn to the good God's attributes of love, and 
incapability of wrath, as to make Him the apathetic, infinitely 
exalted Being, free from all affections. The contradiction in 
which Marcion is here involved is evident, because he taught 
expressly that the spirit of man is in itself just as foreign to 
the good Grod as his body. But the strict asceticism which 
Marcion demanded as a Christian, could have had no motive, 
without the Greek assumption of a metaphysical contrast of 

3 That can be plainly read in Esnik, and must have been thought by Mar- 
cion himself, as he followed Paul (see Tertull.., 1. V. and I. 11). Apelles also 
emphasised the death upon the cross. Marcion's conception of the purchase can 
indeed no longer be ascertained in its details. But see Adamant., de recta in 
deum fide sect. I. It is one of his theoretic contradictions, that the good God 
who is exalted above righteousness should yet purchase men. 
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flesh and Spirit, which in fact was also apparently the doc- 
trine of Paul. 

3. <^The relation in which Marcion placed the two Gods, 
appears at first sight to be one of equal rank. ^ ) Marcion him- 
self, according to the most reliable witnesses, expressly asserted 
that both were uncreated, eternal, etc. (But if we look more 
closely we shall see that in Marcion's mind there can be no 
thought of equality.^ Not only did he himself expressly declare 
that the creator of the world is a self-contradictory being 
of limited knowledge and power, but the whole doctrine of 
redemption shews that he is a power subordinate to the good 
God. We need not stop to enquire about the details, but it 
is certain that (the creator of the world formerly knew nothing 
of the existence of the good God, that he is in the end dom- . 
pletely powerless against him, that he is overcome by him, and 
that history in its issue with regard to man, is determined 
solely by its relation to the good God. ) The just god appears 
at the end of history, not as an independent being, hostile 
to the good God, but as one subordinate to him, ^ so that 
some scholars, such as Neander, have attempted to claim for 
Marcion a doctrine of one principle, and to deny that he 
ever held the complete independence of the creator of the 
world, the creator of the world being simply an angel of the 
good God. This inference may certainly be drawn with 

1 Tertnll. I. 6: ^^ Marcion non negat creatorem deoxn esse." 

2 Here Tertull., I. 27. 28, is of special importance; see also II. 28: IV. 29 
(on Luke XII. 41 — 46): IV. 30. Marcion's idea was this. The good God does 
not judge or punish; but He judges in so far as he keeps evil at a distance 
from Him: it remains foreign to Him. ^^ Marcionitae interrogati quid fiet pec- 
catori cuique die illo? respondent abici ilium quasi ab oculis". ^^ Tranquilitas 
est et mansuetudinis segregare solummodo et partem ejus cum infidelibus po- 
nere". But what is the end of him who is thus rejected? ^^Ab igne, inquiunt, 
creatoris deprehendetur". We might think with Tertullian that the creator of 
the world would receive sinners with joy : but this is the god of the law who 
punishes sinners. The issue is twofold: the heaven of the good God, and the 
hell of the creator of the world. Either Marcion assumed with Paul that no 
one can keep the law, or he was silent about the end of the ^Mghteous" be- 
cause he had no interest in it. At any rate, the teaching of Marcion closes 
with an outlook in which the creator of the world can no longer be regarded 
as an independent god. Marcion's disciples (see Esnik) here developed a con- 
sistent theory: the creator of the world violated his own law by killing the 
righteous Christ, and was therefore deprived of all his power, by Christ. 

S 
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little trouble, as the result of various considerations, but it is 
forbidden by reliable testimony. CThe characteristic of Mar- 
cion's teaching is just this, that as soon as we seek to raise 

l/ his ideas from the sphere of practical considerations to that 
of a consistent theory, we come upon a tangled knot of con- 
tradictions.) The theoretic contradictions are explained by 
the different interests which here cross each other in Marcion. 
/in the first place, he was consciously dependent on the Paul- 

^.^ine theology, and was resolved to defend everything which 
he held to be Pauline. Secondly, he was influenced by the 
contrast in which he saw the ethical powers involved. This 
contrast seemed to demand a metaphysical basis, and its ac- 
tual solution seemed to forbid such a foundation. (Finally, 
the theories of Gnosticism, the paradoxes of Paul, the recog- 
nition of the duty of strictly mortifying the flesh, suggested 
to Marcion the idea that the good God, was the exalted God 
of the spirit, and the just god, the god of the sensuous, of 
the fleshy This view, which involved the principle of a meta- 
physical dualism, had something very specious about it, and 
to its influence we must probably ascribe the fact that Mar- 
cion no longer attempted to derive the creator of the world 
from the good God. His disciples who had theoretical inte- 
rests in the matter, no doubt noted the contradictions. In 
order to remove them, some of these disciples advanced to 
a doctrine of three principles, the good God, the just creator 
of the world, the evil god, by conceiving the creator of the 
world, sometimes as an independent being, sometimes as one 
dependent on the good God. Others reverted to the common 
dualism, God of the spirit and god of matter. (But Apelles, 
the most important of Marcion's disciples, returned to the 
creed of the one God (ac/« oLpxii)^ and conceived the creator 
of the world and Satan as his angels, without departing from 
the fundamental thought of the master, but rather following 
suggestions which he himself had given. ^ \ Apart from Apelles, 

I Schools soon arose in the Marcionite church, just as they did later on in 
the main body of Christendom (see Rhodon in Enseb., H. E. V. 13. 2-4). The 
different doctrines of principles which were here developed (two, three, four 
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who founded a Church of his own, we hear nothing of the 
controversies of disciples breaking up the Marcionite church. 
All those who lived in the faith for which the master had 
worked — viz., that the laws ruling in nature and history, as 
well as the course of common legality and righteousness, are 
the antitheses of the act of Divine mercy in Christ, and that 
cordial love and believing confidence have their proper con- 
trasts in self-righteous pride and the natural religion of the 
heart, those who rejected the Old Testament and clung solely 
to the Gospel proclaimed by Paul, and finally, those who con- 
sidered that a strict mortification of the flesh and an earnest 
renunciation of the world were demanded in the name of the 
Gospel, felt themselves members of the same community, and 
to all appearance allowed perfect liberty to speculations about 
final causes. 

4. Marcion had no interest in specially emphasising the 
distinction between the good God and Christ, which accor- /^ 
ding to the Pauline Epistles could not be denied. To him 
Christ is the manifestation of the good God himself. ^ But 

principles; the Marcionite Marcuses doctrine of two principles in which the 
creator of the world is an evil being, diverges farthest from the Master), explain 
the different accounts of the Church Fathers about Marcion's teaching. The 
only one of the disciples who really seceded from the Master, was Apelles 
(Tertull., de praescr. 30). His teaching is therefore the more important, as it 
shews that it was possible to retain the fundamental ideas of Marcion without 
embracing dualism. The attitude of Apelles to the Old Testament is that of 
Marcion, in so far as he rejects the book. But perhaps he somewhat modified 
the strictness of the Master. On the other hand, he certainly designated much 
in it as untrue and fabulous. It is remarkable that we meet with a highly 
honoured prophetess in the environment of Apelles: in Marcion's church we 
hear nothing of such, nay, it is extremely important as regards Marcion, that 
he has never appealed to the Spirit and to prophets. The ^^sanctiores femi- 
na" Tertull. V. 8, are not of this nature, nor can we appeal even to V. 15. 
Moreover, it is hardly likely that Jerome ad Eph. HI. 5, refers to Marcionites. 
In this complete disregard of early Christian prophecy and in his exclusive 
reliance on literary documents, we see in Marcion a process of despiritualising, 
that is, a form of secularisation peculiar to himself. Marcion no longer pos- 
sessed the early Christian enthusiasm as, for example. Hennas did. 

I Marcion was fond of calling Christ ^^Spiritus salutaris". From the treatise 
of TertuUian we can prove both that Marcion distinguished Christ from God, 
and that he made no distinction (see, for example, I. ii, 14: 11 27: III. 8, 9, 
1 1 : IV. 7). Here again Marcion did not think theologicjdly. What he regarded 
as specially important was that God has revealed himself in Christ, ^ per semet- 
ipsum". Later Marcionites expressly taught Patripassianism, and have on that 
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/ Marcion taught that Christ assumed absolutely nothing from 
the creation of the Demiurge, but came down from heaven in 
the 15th year of the Emperor Tiberius, and after the assump- 
tion of an apparent body, began his preaching in the syna- 
gogue of Capernaum. 1 uhis pronounced docetism which denies 

/ that Jesus was born, or subjected to any human process of 
development, * is the strongest expression of Marcion's abhor- 
rence of the world.) This aversion may have sprung from the 
severe attitude of the early Christians toward the world, but 
the inference which Marcion here draws, shews, that this 
feeling was, in his case, united with the Greek estimate of 
spirit and matter. (But Marcion's docetism is all the more 
^ remarkable, that, under Paul's guidance, he put a high 
value on the fact of Christ's death upon the cross. Here 
also is a glaring contradiction which his later disciples laboured 
to remove, i This much, however, is unmistakable, that Mar- 
cion succeeded in placing the greatness and uniqueness of 
redemption through Christ in the clearest light and in behold- 
ing this redemption in the person of Christ, but chiefly in 
his death upon the cross. 

5. Marcion's eschatology is also quite rudimentary. Yet he 
assumed with Paul that violent attacks were yet in store for 
the Church of the good God on the part of the Jewish Christ 
of the future, the Antichrist. He does not seem to have taught 
a visible return of Christ, but, in spite of the omnipotence 
and goodness of God, he did teach a twofold issue of history. 
The idea of a deliverance of all men, which seems to follow 
from his doctrine of boundless grace, was quite foreign [to him. 
For this very reason, he could not help actually making the 
good God the judge, though in theory he rejected the idea, 



account been often grouped with the Sabellians. But other Christologies also 
arose in Marcion^s church, which is again a proof that it was not dependent 
on scholastic teaching, and therefore could take part in the later development 
of doctrines. 

1 See the beginning of the Marcionite Gospel. 

2 Tertullian informs us sufficiently about this. The body of Christ was re- 
garded by Marcion merely as an ^^ umbra ", a ^^ phantasma *\ His disciples adhered 
to this, but Apelles first constructed a ^^ doctrine" of the body of Christ. 
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in order not to measure the will and acts of God by a human 
standard. Along with the fundamental proposition of Marcion, 
that God should be conceived only as goodness and grace, we 
must take into account the strict asceticism which he prescribed 
for the Christian communities, in order to see that that idea 
of God was not obtained from antinomianism. (We know of 
no Christian community in the second century which insisted 
so strictly on renunciation of the world as the Marcionites.y No 
union of the sexes was permitted. Those who were married ""^ 
had to separate ere they could be received by baptism into 
the community. ) The sternest precepts were laid down in the 
matter of food and drink. Martyrdom was enjoined; and 
from the fact that they were T»\»lv»poi xa) fiiffotifiivoi in the 
world, the members were to know that they were disciples of 
Christ. ^ With all that, the early Christian enthusiasm was 
wanting. 

6. Marcion defined his position in theory and practice towards ^^^ ^ 
the prevailing form of Christianity, which, on the one hand, /t^''^*' 
shewed throughout its connection with the Old Testament, 
and, on the other, left room for a secular ethical code, by 
assuming that it had been corrupted by Judaism, and there- 
fore needed a reformation. ^ But he could not fail to note 
that this corruption was not of recent date, but belonged to 
the oldest tradition itself. The consciousness of this moved *^ 
him to a historical criticism of the whole Christian tradition. * 

1 The strict asceticism of Marcion and the Marcionites is reluctantly acknow- 
ledged by the Church Fathers; see TertulL, de praescr. 30: ^^ Sanctissimus ma- 
gister"; I. 28, ^^cami imponit sanctitem*\ The strict prohibition of marriage: 
I. 29: IV. II, 17, 29, 34, 38: v. 7, 8, 15, 18; prohibition of food: i. 14. 
cynical life: Hippol., Philos. VII. 29; numerous martyrs: Euseb., H. E. V. 16. 
21, and frequently elsewhere. Marcion named his adherents (TertuU. IV. 9. 36) 
^^ vwraXtU^mpot nai 9vtt,fAivo^iinot'^\ It is questionable whether Marcion himself 
allowed the repetition of baptism'; it arose in his church. But this repetition 
is a proof that the prevailing conception of baptism was not sufficient for a 
vigorous religious temper. 

2 TertuU. I. 20. ^^Aiunt, Marcionem non tam innovasse regulam separatione 
legis et evangelii quam retro adulteratam recurasse"; See the account of Epi- 
phanius, taken from Hippolytus, about the appearance of Marcion in Rome 
(h. 42. I. 2). 

3 Here again we must remember that Marcion appealed neither to a secret 
tradition, nor to the ^Spirit", in order to appreciate the epoch-making nature 
of his undertaking. 
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Marcion was the first Christian who undertook such a task. 
Those writings to which he owed his religious convictions, 
viz., the Pauline Epistles, furnished the basis for it. (He found 
nothing in the rest of Christian literature that harmonised 
with the Gospel of Paul.y But he found in the Pauline Epistles 
hints which explained to him this result of his observations. 
The twelve Apostles whom Christ chose did not understand 
him, but regarded him as the Messiah of the god of creation. * 
And therefore Christ inspired Paul by a special revelation, 
lest the Gospel of the grace of God should be lost through 
falsifications. ^ But even Paul had been understood only by 



j( I In his estimate of the twelve Apostles Marcion took as his stand-point Gal. 

II: See TertuU. I. 20: IV. 3 generally IV. i — 6), V. 3; de prsescr. 22. 23. 
He endeavoured to prove from this chapter that from a misunderstanding of 
the words of Christ, the twelve Apostles had proclaimed a different Gospel than 
that of Paul; they had wrongly taken the Father of Jesus Christ for the god 
of creation. It is not quite clear how Marcion conceived the inward condition 
of the Apostles during the lifetime of Jesus (See Tertull. III. 22 : IV. 3. 39). 
He assumed that they were persecuted by the Jews as the preachers of a new 
God. It is probable, therefore, that he thought of a gradual obscuring of the 
preaching of Jesus, in the case of the primitive Apostles. They fell back into 
Judaism; see Iren. III. 2. 2. ^^Apostolos admiscuisse ea quae sunt legalia sal- 
vatoris verbis"; III. 12. 12: ^^Apostoli quae sunt Judseorum sentientes scrip- 
serunt ** etc. ; Tertull. V. 3 : ^^ Apostolos vultis Judaismi magis adfines subintelligi." 
The expositions of Marcion in Tertull. IV. 9, 11, 13, 21, 24, 39: V. 13, shew 
that he regarded the primitive Apostles as out and out real Apostles of Christ. 
2 The call of Paul was viewed by Marcion as a manifestation of Christ, of 
equal value with His first appearance and ministry; see the account of Esnik. 
^^Then for the second .time Jesus came down to the lord of the creatures in 
the form of his Godhead, and entered into judgment with him on account of 
his death .... And Jesus said to him: ^Judgment is between me and thee, let 
no one be judge but thine own laws .... hast thou not written in this thy 
law, that he who killeth shall die V And he answered, ^ I have so written ' . . . 
Jesus said to him, ^ Deliver thyself therefore into my hands * . . . . The creator 
of the world said, ^Because I have slain thee I give thee a compensation, 
all those who shsdl believe on thee, that thou mayest do with them what thou 
pleasest.' Then Jesus left him and carried away Paul, and shewed him the price, 
and sent him to preach that we are bought with this price, and that all who 
believe in Jesus are sold by this just god to the good one." This is a most 
instructive account; for it shews that in the Marcionite schools the Pauline 
doctrine of reconciliation was transformed into a drama, and placed between the 
death of Christ and the call of Paul, and that the Pauline Gospel was based, not 
directly on the death of Christ upon the cross, but on a theory of it converted 
into history. On Paul as the one apostle of the truth, see Tertull. I. 20: HI. 
5, 14: IV. 2 sq: IV. 34: V. I. As to a Marcionite theory, that the promise 
to send the Spirit was fulfilled in the mission of Paul, an indication of the want 
of enthusiasm among the Marcionites, see the following page, note 2. 
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few (by none?). His Gospel had also been misunderstood, 
nay, his Epistles had been falsified in many passages, ' in 
order to make them teach the identity of the god of creation 
and the God of redemption. A new reformation was there- 
fore necessary. Marcion felt himself entrusted with this com- 
mission, and the church which he gathered recognised this 
vocation of his to be the reformer. * He did not appeal to a 
new revelation such as he presupposed for Paul. As the Pauline 
Epistles and an authentic tiayyi^iov Kupm were in existence, 
it was only necessary to purify these from interpolations, and 
restore the genuine Paulinism which was just the Gospel itself. 
But it was also necessary to secure and preserve this true 
Christianity for the future. (Marcion, in all probability, was 
the first to conceive and, in great measure, to realise the idea 
of placing Christendom on the firm foundation of a definite 
theory of what is Christian — but not of basing it on a theo- 
logical doctrine — and of establishing this theory by a fixed 

1 Marcion must have spoken ex prof esse in his Antitheses about the Judaistic 
corruptions of Paul's Epistles and the Gospel. He must also have known 
Evangelic writings bearing the names of the original Apostles, and have expressed 
himself about them (TertuU. IV. i — 6). 

2 Marcion*s self-consciousness of being a reformer, and the recognition of this 
in his church is still not understood, although his undertaking itself and the 
facts speak loud enough, (i) The great Marcionite church called itself after 
Marcion (Adamant., de recta in deum fide. I. 809; Epiph. h. 42. p. 668, ed. 
Oehler: lAapximv aod rd HvoiJta $irnUK?^vrcu oi vvo vo6 iivariifUvot, Aq a-geturbv 
ioipv^avTOQ KM olfxt Xfiis'Tdv. We possess a Marcionite inscription which begins: 
a-vyeeyuyii lAapKtuviO'T&v), As the Marcionites did not form a school, but a church, 
it is of the greatest value for shewing the estimate of the master in this church, 
that its members called themselves by his name. (2) The Antitheses of Marcion 
had a place in the Marcionite canon (see above p. 270). This canon therefore 
embraced a book of Christ, Epistles of Paul, and a book of Marcion, and for 
that reason the Antitheses were always circulated with the canon of Marcion. 
(3) Origen (in Luc. hom. 25. T. III. p. 962) reports as follows: ^^Denique in 
tantam quidam dilectionis audaciam proruperunt, ut nova qusdam et inaudita 
super Paulo monstra confingerent. Alii enim aiunt, hoc quod scriptum est, 
sedere a deztris salvatoris et sinistris, de Paulo et de Marcione dici, quod Paulus 
sedet a dextris, Marcion sedet a sinistris. Porro alii legentes: Mittam vobis ad- 
vocatum Spiritum veritatis, nolunt intelligere tertiam personam a patre et filio, 
sed Apostolum Paulum." The estimate of Marcion which appears here is ex« 
ceedingly instructive. (4) An Arabian writer, who, it is true, belongs to a 
later period, reports that Marcionites called their founder ^^ Apostolorum prin- 
cipem." (5) Justin, the first opponent of Marcion, classed him with Simon 
Magus and Menander, that is, wiUi demonic founders of religion. These testi- 
monies may suffice. 
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collection of Christian writings with canonical authority, i] He 
was not a systematic thinker; but he was more, for he was 
not only a religious character, but at the same time a man 
with an organising talent, such as has no peer in the early 
Church. If we think of the lofty demands he made on 
Christians, and, on the other hand, ponder the results that 
accompanied his activity, we cannot fail to wonder. (Wher- 
ever Christians were numerous about the year i6o, there must 
^ have been Marcionite communities, with the same fixed but 
free organisation, with the same canon and the same conception 
of the essence of Christianity, pre-eminent for the strictness of 
their morals and their joy in martyrdom. */ (The Catholic 
Church was then only in process of growth, and it was long 

/ere it reached the solidity won by the Marcionite church 
through the activity of one man, who was animated by a 
faith so strong, that he was able to oppose his conception of 
Christianity to all others as the only right one, and who did 
not shrink from making selections from tradition instead of 
explaining it away. I He was the first who laid the firm found- 

1 On Marcion*s Gospel see the Introductions to the New Testament and Zahn*s 
Kanonsgeschichte, Bd. I. p. 585 fT. and II p. 409. Marcion attached no name to his 
Gospel which, according to his own testimony, he produced from the third one 
of our Canon (Tertull., adv. Marc. IV. 2. 3. 4). He called it simply tlrmyyi^ov 
(jcvp/ov), but held that it was the Gospel which Paul had in his mind when he 
spoke of his Gospel. The later Marcionites ascribed the authorship of the 
Gospel partly to Paul, partly to Christ himself, and made further changes in 
iL That Marcion chose the Gospel called after Luke should be regarded as a 
makeshift, for this Gospel, which is undoubtedly the most Hellenistic of the 
four Canonical Gospels, and therefore comes nearest to the Catholic conception 
of Christianity, accommodated itself in its traditional form but little better 
than the other three to Marcionite Christianity. Whether Marcion took it for 
a basis because in his time it had already been connected with Paul (or really 
had a connection with Paul), or whether the numerous narratives about Jesus 
as the Saviour of sinners, led him to recognise in this Gospel alone a genuine 
kernel, we do not know. 

2 The associations of the Encratites and the community founded by Apelles 
stood between the main body of Christendom and the Marcionite church. The 
description of Celsus (especially V. 61 — 64 in Orig.) shews the motley appearance 
which Christendom presented soon after the middle of the second century. He 
there mentions the Marcionites, and a little before (V. 59) the ^^ great Church." 
It is very important that Celsus makes the main distinction consist in this, that 
some regarded their God as identical with the God of the Jews, whilst others 
again declared that ^^ theirs was a different Deity who is hostile to that of the 
Jews, and that it was he who had sent the Son." (V. 61). 
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ation for establishing what is Christian, because, in view of 
the absoluteness of his faith, ' he had no desire to appeal 
either to a secret evangelic tradition, or to prophecy, or to 
natural religion. 

Remarks. — The innovations of Marcion are unmistakable. 
The way in which he attempted to sever Christianity from 
the Old Testament, was a bold stroke which demanded the 
sacrifice of the dearest possession of Christianity as a religion, 
viz., the belief that the God of creation is also the God of -^ 
redemption. And yet this innovation was partly caused by a 
religious conviction, the origin of which must be sought not 
in heathenism, but on Old Testament and Christian soil. For 
the bold Antijudaist was the disciple of a Jewish thinker, 
Paul, and the origin of Marcion's antinomianism may be 
ultimately found in the prophets. It will always be the glory 
of Marcion in the early history of the Church, that he, the 
born heathen, could appreciate the religious criticism of the 
Old Testament religion as formerly exercised by Paul. The 
antinomianism of Marcion was ultimately based on the strength 
of his religious feeling, on his personal religion as contrasted 
with all statutory religion. That was also its basis in the 
case of the prophets and of Paul, only the statutory religion 
which was felt to be a burden and a fetter was different in 
each case. As regards the prophets, it was the outer sacrifi- 
cial worship, and the deliverance was the idea of Jehovah's 
righteousness. In the case of Paul, it was the pharisaic treat- 
ment of the law, and the deliverance was righteousness by 
faith. To Marcion it was the sum of all that the past had 
described as a revelation of God : (only what Christ had given 
him was of real value to him. In this conviction he founded ^ 
a Church.) Before him there was no such thing in the sense 

I One might be tempted to comprise the character of Marcion's religion in 
the words, ^^The God who dwells in my breast can profoundly excite my in- 
most being. He who is throned above all my powers can move nothing out- 
wardly." But Marcion had the firm assurance that God has done something 
much greater than move the world: he has redeemed men from the world, and 
given them the assurance of this redemption, in the midst of aU oppression 
and enmity which do not cease. 
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of a community, firmly united by a fixed conviction, harmo- 
niously organised, and spread over the whole world. Such a 
Church the Apostle Paul had in his mind's eye, but he was 
not able to realise it. That in the century of the great 
mixture of religion, the greatest apparent paradox was actually 
realised: namely, a Paulinism with two Gods and without the 
Old Testament ; and that this form of Christianity first resulted 
in a church which was based not only on intelligible words, 
but on a definite conception of the essence of Christianity as 
a religion, seems to be the greatest riddle which the earliest 
history of Christianity presents. But it only seems so. The 
Greek, whose mind was filled with certain fundamental features 
of the Pauline Gospel (law and grace), who was therefore con- 
vinced that in all respects the truth was there, and who on 
that account took pains to comprehend the real sense of 
Paul's statements, could hardly reach any other results than 
those of Marcion. The history of Pauline theology in the 
Church, a history first of silence, then of artificial interpretation, 
speaks loudly enough. And had not Paul really separated 
Christianity as religion from Judaism and the Old Testament? 
Must it not have seemed an inconceivable inconsistency, if 
he had clung to the special national relation of Christianity 
to the Jewish people, and if he had taught a view of history 
in which for pedagogic reasons indeed, the Father of mercies 
and God of all comfort had appeared as one so entirely 
different? He who was not capable of translating himself 
into the consciousness of a Jew, and had not yet learned the 
method of special interpretation, had only the alternative, if 
he was convinced of the truth of the Gospel of Christ as 
Paul had proclaimed it, of either giving up this Gospel against 
the dictates of his conscience, or striking out of the Epistles 
whatever seemed Jewish. But in this case the god of creation 
also disappeared, and the fact that Marcion could make this 
sacrifice, proves that this religious spirit, with all his energy, 
was not able to rise to the height of the religious faith which 
we find in the preaching of Jesus. 
In basing his own position and that of his church on Paul- 
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inism, as he conceived and remodelled it, Marcion connected 
himself with that part of the earliest tradition of Christianity 
which is best known to us, and has enabled us to understand 
his undertaking historically as we do no other. Here we 
have the means of accurately indicating what part of this 
structure of the second century has come down from the 
Apostolic age and is really based on tradition, and what does 
not. Where else could we do that? But Marcion has taught 
us far more. He does not impart a correct understanding of 
early Christianity, as was once supposed, for his explanation 
of that is undoubtedly incorrect, but a correct estimate of 
the reliability of the traditions that were current in his day 
alongside of the Pauline. There can be no doubt that Marcion 
criticised tradition from a dogmatic stand-point. But would 
his undertaking have been at all possible, if at that time a 
reliable tradition of the twelve Apostles and their teaching 
had existed and been operative in wide circles? We may 
venture to say no. Consequently, Marcion gives important 
testimony against the historical reliability of the notion, that 
the common Christianity was really based on the tradition of 
the twelve Apostles. It is not surprising that the first man 
who clearly put and answered the question, " What is Christian ?" 
adhered exclusively to the Pauline Epistles, and therefore 
found a very imperfect solution. When more than 1600 years 
later the same question emerged for the first time in scientific 
form, its solution had likewise to be first attempted from the 
Pauline Epistles, and therefore led at the outset to a one- 
sidedness similar to that of Marcion. The situation of Chris- 
tendom in the middle of the second century was not really 
more favourable to a historical knowledge of early Christianity, 
than that of the i8th century, but in many respects more 
unfavourable. Even at that time, as attested by the enterprise 
of Marcion, its results and the character of the polemic against 
him, there were besides the Pauline Epistles, no reliable doc- 
uments from which the teaching of the twelve Apostles could 
have been gathered. The position which the Pauline Epistles 
occupy in the history of the world, is, however, described by 
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the fact, that every tendency in the Church which was un- 
willing to introduce into Christianity the power of Greek mysti- 
cism, and was yet no longer influenced by the early Christian 
eschatology, learned from the Pauline Epistles a Christianity 
which, as a religion, was peculiarly vigorous. But that position 
is further described by the fact that every tendency which 
courageously disregards spurious traditions, is compelled to 
turn to the Pauline Epistles, which, on the one hand, present 
such a profound type of Christianity, and on the other, darken 
and narrow the judgment about the preaching of Christ him- 
self, by their complicated theology. Marcion was the first, 
and for a long time the only Gentile Christian who took his 
stand on Paul. He was no moralist, no Greek mystic, no 
Apocalyptic enthusiast, but a religious character, nay, one of 
the few pronouncedly typical religious characters whom we 
know in the early Church before Augustine. But his attempt 
to resuscitate Paulinism is the first great proof that the con- 
ditions under which this Christianity originated do not repeat 
themselves, and that therefore Paulinism itself must receive a 
new construction, if one desires to make it the basis of a 
Church. His attempt is a further proof of the unique value 
of the Old Testament to early Christendom, as the only 
means at that time of defending Christian monotheism. Fi- 
nally, his attempt confirms the experience, that a religious 
community can only be founded by a religious spirit who 
expects nothing from the world. 

/ Nearly all ecclesiastical writers, from Justin to Origen, op- 
posed Marcion. He appeared already to Justin as the most 

-^ wicked enemy. We can understand this, and we can quite 
as well understand how the Church Fathers put him on a 
level with Basilides and Valentinus, and could not see the 
difference between them. Because Marcion elevated a better 
God above the god of creation, and consequently robbed the 
^ Christian God of his honour, he appeared to be worse than 
a heathen (Sentent. episc. LXXXVII, in Hartel's edition of 
Cyprian I. p. 454; "Gentiles quamvis idola colant, tamen 
summum deum patrem creatorem cognoscunt et confitentur [!] ; 
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in hunc Marcion blasphemat^ etc/'), as a blaspheming emissary 
of demons, as the first-born of Satan (Polyc, Justin, Irenaeus). 
Because he rejected the allegoric interpretation of the Old 
Testament, and explained its predictions as referring to a Mes- 
siah of the Jews who was yet to come, he seemed to be a 
Jew (TertulL, adv. Marc. III). Because he deprived Christi- 
anity of the apologetic proof (the proof from antiquity) he 
seemed to be a heathen and a Jew at the same time (see my 
Texte u. Unters. I. 3. p. 68 ; the antitheses of Marcion be- 
came very important for the heathen and Manichsean assaults 
on Christianity). Because he represented the twelve Apostles 
as unreliable witnesses, he appeared to be the most wicked 
and shameless of all heretics. Finally, because he gained so 
many adherents, and actually founded a church, he appeared 
to be the ravening wolf (Justin, Rhodon), and his church as 
the spurious church. (TertulL, adv. Marc. IV. 5). In Marcion 
the Church Fathers chiefly attacked what they attacked in 
all Gnostic heretics, but here error shewed itself in its worst 
form. They learned much in opposing Marcion (see Bk. II). 
For instance, their interpretation of the regula fidei and of 
the New Testament received a directly Antimarcionite expres- 
sion in the Church. One thing, however, they could not learn 
from him, and that was how to make Christianity into a phil- 
osophic system. He formed no such system, but he has 
given a clearly outlined conception based on historic docu- 
ments, of Christianity as the religion which redeems the world. 
Literature. — All anti-heretical writings of the early Church, 
but especially Justin, Apol. I. 26, 58; Iren. I. 27; TertulL, 
adv. Marc. I — V; de praescr.; HippoL, Philos. ; Adamant., de 
recta in deum fidei; Epiph. h. 42; Ephr. Syr.; Esnik. The 
older attempts to restore the Marcionite Gospel and Aposto- 
licum have been antiquated by Zahn's Kanonsgeschichte, 1. c. 
Hahn (Regimonti, 1823) has attempted to restore the Antithe- 
ses. We are still in want of a German monograph on Marcion 
(see the whole presentation of Gnosticism by Zahn, with his 
Excursus, 1. c). Hilgenfeld, Ketzergesch. p. 316 f. 522 f. ; cf. my 
works, Zur Quellenkritik des Gnosticismus, 1873; de Apelles 
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Gnosis Monarchia, 1874; Beitrage z. Gesch. der Marcionit- 
ischen Kirchen (Ztschr. f. wiss. Theol. 1876). Marcion's Com- 
mentar zum Evangelium (Ztschr. f. K. G. Bd. IV. 4). Apelles 
Syllogismen in the Texte u. Unters. VI. H. 3. Zahn, die 
Dialoge des Adamantius in the Ztschr. f. K.-Gesch. IX. p. 
193 ff. Meybooniy Marcion en de Marcionieten, Leiden, 1888. 
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CHAPTER VI. 

APPENDIX: THE CHRISTIANITY OF THE JEWISH 

CHRISTIANS. 

I . Original Christianity was in appearance Christian Judaism, y 
the creation of a universal religion on Old Testament soil. 
It retained therefore, so far as it was not hellenised, which / 
never altogether took place, its original Jewish features. The 
God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob was regarded as the Father 
of Jesus Christ, the Old Testament was the authoritative source 
of revelation, and the hopes of the future were based on the 
Jewish ones. The heritage which Christianity took over from 
Judaism, shews itself on Gentile Christian soil, in fainter or 
distincter form, in proportionas the philosophic mode of thought 
already prevails, or recedes into the background. ^ To describe 
the appearance of the Jewish, Old Testament, heritage in the 

I The attitude of the recently discovered ^^ Teaching of the twelve Apostles^*, 
is strictly universalistic, and hostile to Judaism as a nation, but shews us a 
Christianity still essentially uninfluenced by philosophic elements. The impres- 
sion made by this fact has caused some scholars to describe the treatise as a 
document of Jewish Christianity. But the attitude of the Didache is rather the 
ordinary one of universaHstic early Christianity on the soil of the Grseco-Roman 
world. If we describe this as Jewish Christian, then from the meaning which 
we must give to the words ^^ Christian" and ^^ Gentile Christian", we tacitly 
legitimise an undefined and undefinable aggregate of Greek ideas, along with 
a specifically Pauline element, as primitive Christianity, and this is perhaps not 
the intended, but yet desired, result of the false terminology. Now, if we des- 
cribe even such writings as the Epistle of James and the Shepherd of Hermas 
as Jewish Christian, we therewith reduce the entire early Christianity, which 
is the creation of a universal religion on the soil of Judaism, to the special 
case of an indefinable religion. The same now appears as one of the particular 
values of a completely indeterminate magnitude. Hilgenfeld (Judenthum und 
Judenchristenthum, 1886, cf. also Ztschr. f. wiss. Theol. 1886, H. 4) advocates 
another conception of Jewish Christianity in opposition to the following account. 
Zahn, Gesch. des N.Tlich. Kanons, II. p. 668 ff. has a different view still. 
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Christian faith, so far as it is a religious one, by the name 
Jewish Christianity, beginning at a certain point quite arbi- 
trarily chosen, and changeable at will, must therefore neces- 
sarily lead to error, and it has done so to a very great extent. 
For this designation makes it appear as though the Jewish 
element in the Christian religion were something accidental, 
while it is rather the case that all Christianity, in so far as 
something alien is not foisted into it, appears as the religion 
of Israel perfected and spiritualised. (We are therefore not 
^ justified in speaking of Jewish Christianity,] where a Christian 
community, even one of Gentile birth, calls itself the true 
Israel, the people of the twelve tribes, the posterity of Abra- 
ham; for this transfer is based in the original claim of Christi- 
anity and can only be forbidden by a view that is alien to 
it. Just as little may we designate Jewish Christian the mighty 
and realistic hopes of the future which were gradually repressed 
in the second and third centuries. (They may be described 
. as Jewish, or as Christian ; but the designation Jewish Christian 
must be rejected; for it gives a wrong impression as to the 
historic right of these hopes in Christianity, j The eschato- 
logical ideas of Papias were not Jewish Christian, but Christian, 
while, on the other hand, the eschatological speculations of 
Origen were not Gentile Christian, but essentially Greek.] Those 
Christians who saw in Jesus the man chosen by God and 
endowed with the Spirit, thought about the Redeemer not in 
a Jewish Christian, but in a Christian manner. Those of Asia 
Minor who held strictly to the 14th of Nisan as the term of 
the Easter festival, were not influenced by Jewish Christian 
but by Christian or Old Testament considerations. The author 
of the "Teaching of the Apostles," who has transferred the 
rights of the Old Testament priests with respect to the first 
fruits, to the Christian prophets, shews himself by such trans- 
ference not as a Jewish Christian but as a Christian. There 
is no boundary here; for Christianity took possession of the 
whole of Judaism as religion, and it is therefore a most arbi- 
trary view of history which looks upon the Christian appro- 
priation of the Old Testament religion, after any point, as no 
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longer Christian, but only Jewish Christian. Wherever the 
universalism of Christianity is not violated in favour of the 
Jewish nation, we have to recognise every appropriation of 
the Old Testament as Christian. ) Hence this proceeding 
could be spontaneously undertaken in Christianity, as was in 
fact done. 

2. But the Jewish religion is a national religion, and Christi- 
anity burst the bonds of nationality, though not for all who 
recognised Jesus as Messiah. This gives the point at which 
the introduction of the term "Jewish Christianity" is appropriate. * 
It should be applied exclusively to those Christians who really 
maintained in their whole extent, or in some measure, even 
if it were to a minimum degree, the national and political 
forms of Judaism and the observance of the Mosaic law in 
its literal sense, as essential to Christianity, at least to the 
Christianity of born Jews, or who, though rejecting these forms, 
nevertheless assumed a prerogative of the Jewish people even 
in Christianity (Clem., Homil. XI. 26: iav i iXKi^vXo^ tov vifioy 
7rpd^\l^ ^louia7ig hriy^ fiii ^pd^ct^ ii "^EAAi^v; "If the foreigner 
observe the law he is a Jew, but if not he is a Greek.") * 
To this Jewish Christianity is opposed, not Gentile Christi- 
anity, but the Christian religion, in so far as it is conceived 
as universalistic and anti-national in the strict sense of the term 
(Presupp. § 3), that is, the main body of Christendom in so 
far as it has freed itself from Judaism as a nation. ^ 

It is not strange that this Jewish Christianity was subject 



1 Or even Ebionitism ; the designations are to be usedjas synonymous. 

2 The more rarely the right standard has been set up in the literature of 
Church history, for the distinction of Jewish Christianity, the more valuable 
are those writings in which it is found. We must refer, above all, to Diestel, 
Geschichte des A. T. in der Christl. Kirche, p. 44. note 7. 

3 See Theol. Lit. Ztg. 1883. Col. 409 f. as to the attempt of Joel to make 
out that the whole of Christendom up to the end of the first century was 
strictly Jewish Christian, and to exhibit the complete friendship of Jews and 
Christians in that period (^^Blicke in die Religionsgesch." 2 Abth. 1883). It is 
not improbable that Christians like James living in strict accordance with the 
law, were for the time being respected even by the Pharisees in the period 
preceding the destruction of Jerusalem. But that can in no case have been 
the rule. We see from. Epiph., h. 29. 9, and from the Talmud, what was the 
custom at a later period. 
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to all the conditions which arose from the internal and external 
position of the Judaism of the time ; that is, different tenden- 
cies were necessarily developed in it, according to the measure 
of the tendencies (or the disintegrations) which asserted them- 
selves in the Judaism of that time. It lies also in the nature 
of the case, that with one exception, that of Pharisaic Jewish 
Christianity, all other tendencies were accurately paralleled in 
the systems which appeared in the great, that is, anti-Jewish 
Christendom. They were distinguished from these, simply by 
a social and political, that is, a national element. Moreover, 
they were exposed to the same influences from without as the 
synagogue, and as the larger Christendom, till the isolation 
to which Judaism as a nation, after severe reverses condemned 
itself, became fatal to them also. Consequently, there were 
besides Pharisaic Jewish Christians, ascetics of all kinds who 
were joined by all those over whom Oriental religious wisdom 
and Greek philosophy had won a commanding influence (see 
above p. 242 f.). 

In the first century these Jewish Christians formed the 
majority in Palestine, and perhaps also in some neighbouring 
provinces. But they were also found here and there in the West. 

Now the great question is, whether this Jewish Christianity 
as a whole, or in certain of its tendencies, was a factor in the 
development of Christianity to Catholicism. This question is 
to be answered in the negative, and quite as much with regard 
to the history of dogma as with regard to the political history 
of the Church. From the stand-point of the universal history 
of Christianity, these Jewish Christian communities appear as 
rudimentary structures which now and again, as objects of 
curiosity, engaged the attention of the main body of Christen- 
dom in the East, but could not exert any important influence 
on it, just because they contained a national element. 

The Jewish Christians took no considerable part in the Gnostic 
controversy, the epoch-making conflict which was raised within 
the pale of the larger Christendom about the decisive question, 
whether, and to what extent, the Old Testament should remain 
a basis of Christianity, although they themselves were no less 
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occupied with the question. ^ The issue of this conflict in 
favour of that party which recognised the Old Testament in 
its full extent as a revelation of the Christian God, and asserted 
the closest connection between Christianity and the Old Testa- 
ment religion, was so little the result of any influence of Jewish 
Christianity, that the existence of the latter would only have 
rendered that victory more difficult, unless it had already 
fallen into the background, as a phenomenon of no impor- 
tance. ^ How completely insignificant it was is shewn not 
only by the limited polemics of the Church Fathers, but per- 
haps still more by their silence, and the new import which 
the reproach of Judaising obtained in Christendom after the 
middle of the second century. In proportion as the Old Testa- 
ment, in opposition to Gnosticism, became a more conscious 
and accredited possession in the Church, and at the same 
time, in consequence of the naturalising of Christianity in the 
world, the need of regulations, fixed rules, statutory enactments 
etc., appeared as indispensable, it must have been natural to 
use the Old Testament as a holy code of such enactments. 
This procedure was no falling away from the original anti- 
Judaic attitude, provided nothing national was taken from the 
book, and some kind of spiritual interpretation given to what 
had been borrowed. The "apostasy" rather lay simply in 
the changed needs. But one now sees how those parties in 
the Church, to which for any reason this progressive legisla- 
tion was distasteful, raised the reproach of "Judaising," » and 

1 There were Jewish Christians who represented the position of the great 
Church with reference to the Old Testament religion, and there were some who 
criticised the Old Testament like the Gnostics. Their contention may have re- 
mained as much an internal one, as that between the Church Fathers and 
Gnostics (Marcion) did, so far as Jewish Christianity is concerned. There may 
have been relations between Gnostic Jewish Christians and Gnostics, not of a 
national Jewish type, in Syria and Asia Minor, though we are completely 
in the dark on the matter. 

2 From the mere existence of Jewish Christians, those Christians who rejected 
the Old Testament might have argued against the main body of Christendom 
and put before it the dilemma: either Jewish Christian or Marcionite. Still more 
logical indeed was the dilemma: either Jewish, or Marcionite Christian. 

3 So did the Montanists and Antimontanists mutually reproach each other 
with Judaising (see the Montanist writings of TertuUian). Just in the same 
way the arrangements as to worship and organisation, which were ever being 
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further, how conversely the same reproach was hurled at 
those Christians who resisted the advancing hellenising of 
Christianity, with regard, for example, to the doctrine of Grod, 
eschatology, Christology, etc. * But while this reproach is 
raised, there is nowhere shewn any connection between those 
described as Judaising Christians and the Ebionites. That they 
were identified off-hand, is only a proof that "Ebionitism" 
was no longer known, \rhat "Judaising" within Catholicism , 
which appears, on the one hand, in the setting up of a Catholic 
i/ ceremonial law (worship, constitution, etc.), and on the other, 
in a tenacious clinging to less hellenised forms of faith and 
hopes of faith, has nothing in common with Jewish Christi- 
anity, which desired somehow to confine Christianity to the 
Jewish nation. ^ ] Speculations that take no account of history 
may make out that Catholicism became more and more Jewish 
Christian. (jBut historical observation, which reckons only with 
concrete quantities, can discover in Catholicism, besides Christi- 
anity, no element which it would have to describe as Jewish 

more richly developed^ were described by tbe freer parties as Judaising, because 
tbey made appeal to the Old Testament, though, as regards their contents, they 
had litUe in common with Judaism. But is not the method of claiming Old 
Testament authority for the regulations rendered necessary by circumstances 
nearly as old as Christianity itself? Against whom the lost treatise of Clement 
of Alexandria ^^xovi^v fxxAif0'/de0T'ixdc 9 ^P^C Tod^ *Iov^«/^oyrac " (Euseb., H. E. VL 
'3- 3) ^^ directed, we cannot tell. But as we read, Strom., VI. 15, 125, that 
the Holy Scriptures are to be expounded according to the IwtkmvietmM^ xeuhf^ 
and then find the following definition of the Canon: xorvi^y i\ \nx^9taffTuitA% ^ 
ovvui(a KOi vvfi^ttvfa v6fiov ri xai Tpo^ifrfiy r$ xark ri^v roG xup/ov wapovv^tn 
wetfiaiiioiiivif hot6^Kip^ we may conjecture that the Judaisers were those Chris- 
tians, who, in principle, or to some extent, objected to the allegorical interpretation 
of the Old Testament. We have then to think either of Marcionite Christians t 
or of ^^ Chiliasts *', that is, the old Christians who were still numerous in Egypt 
about the middle of the third century (see Dionys. Alex, in Euseb., H. E. VU. 
24). In the first case, the title of the treatise would be paradoxical. But 
perhaps the treatise refers to the Quarto-decimans, although the expression 
iMv^v ffxxAif0'MM7/x^C) seems too ponderous for them (see, however, Orig., Conun. 
in Matth. n. 76, ed. Delarue III. p. B95). Clement may possibly have had 
Jewish Christians before him. See Zahn, Forschungen vol. III. p. 37 f. 

1 Cases of this kind are everywhere, up to the fifth century, so numerous 
that they need not be cited. We may only remind the reader that theNestor- 
ian Christology was described by its earliest and its latest opponents as Ebionitic 4 

2 Or were those western Christians Ebionitic who, in the fourth century, 
still clung to very realistic Chiliastic hopes, who, in fact, regarded their Chris- 
tianity as consisting in these? 
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Christian.) [it observes only a progressive hellenising, and in 
consequence of this, a progressive spiritual legislation which 
utilizes the Old Testament, a process which went on for cen- 
turies according to the same methods which had been employed 
in the larger Christendom from the beginning. * Baur's bril- 
liant attempt to explain Catholicism as a product of the mutual 
conflict and neutralising of Jewish and Gentile Christianity, 
(the latter according to Baur being equivalent to Paulinism) 
reckons with two factors, of which, the one had no signifi- 
cance at all, and the other only an indirect effect, as regards 
the formation of the Catholic Church. The influence of Paul 
in this direction is exhausted in working out the universalism 
of the Christian religion, for a Greater than he had laid the 
foundation for this movement, and Paul did not realise it by 

luThe hellenising of Christianity went hand in hand with a more extensive 
use of the Old Testament^ for, according to the principles of Catholicism, every 
new article of the Church system must be able to legitimise itself as springing 
from revelation, j But, as a rule, the attestation could only be gathered from tl\e 
Old Testament, since religion here appears in the fixed form of a secular com- 
munity. Now the needs of a secular community for outward regulations grad- 
ually became so strong in the Church as to require palpable ceremonial rules. 
But it cannot be denied, that from a certain point of time, first by means of 
the fiction of Apostolic constitutions (see my edition of the Didache, Prolegg. 
p. 239 ff.), and then without this fiction, not, however, as a rule, without reser- 
vations, ceremonial regulations were simply taken over from the Old Testament. 
But this transference (See Bk. II) takes place at a time when there can be 
absolutely no question of an influence of Jewish Christianity. Moreover, it 
always proves itself to be catholic by the fact that it did not in the least 
soften the traditional anti-Judaism. On the contrary, it attained its full growth 
in the age of Constantine. Finally, it should not be overlooked that at all 
times in antiquity, certain provincial churches were exposed to Jewish influ- 
ences, especially in the East and in Arabia, that they were therefore threatened 
with being Judaised, or with apostasy to Judaism, and that even at the present 
day, certain Oriental Churches shew tokens of having once been subject to 
Jewish influences, (see Serapion in Euseb., H. E. VI. 12. i, Martyr. Pion., Epiph. 
de mens, et pond. 15. 18; my Texte u. Unters. I. 3. p. 73 f., and Wellhausen, 
Skizzen und Vorarbeiten, Part. 3. p. 197 ff>; actual disputations with Jews do 
not seem to have been common, though see Tertull., adv. Jud. and Orig. c. 
Cels. I. 45, 49, 55: II. 31. Clement also keeps in view Jewish objections.) 
This Jewish Christianity, if we like to call it so, which in some regions of the 
East was developed through an immediate influence of Judaism on Catholicism, 
should not, however, be confounded with the Jevdsh Christianity which is the 
most original form in which Christianity realised itself. This was no longer 
able to influence the Christianity which had shaken itself free from the Jewish 
nation (as to futile attempts, see below), any more than the protecting covering, 
stripped from the new shoot, can ever again acquire significance for the latter. 
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himself alone. Placed on this height Catholicism was certainly 
developed by means of conflicts and compromises, not, how- 
ever, by conflicts with Ebionitism, which was to all intents 
and purposes discarded as early as the first century, but as 
the result of the conflict of Christianity with the united 
powers of the world in which it existed, on behalf of its own 
peculiar nature as the universal religion based on the Old 
Testament. Here were fought triumphant battles, but here 
also compromises were made which characterise the essence 
of Catholicism as Church and as doctrine. * 
^ A history of Jewish Christianity and its doctrines does not 
therefore, strictly speaking, belong to the history of dogma, 
especially as the original distinction between Jewish Christi- 
anity and the main body of the Church, lay, as regards its 
principle, not in doctrine, but in polity, j But seeing that the 
opinions of the teachers in this Church regarding Jewish 
Christianity, throw light upon their own stand-point, also that 
Hp till about the middle of the second century Jewish Christians 

I What is called the ever-increasing ^ legal" feature of Gentile Christianity 
and the Catholic Charch, is conditioned by its origin, in so far as its theory 
is rooted in that of Judaism spiritualised and influenced by Hellenism. As the 
Pauline conception of the law never took effect, and a criticism of the Old 
Testament religion which is just law, was neither understood nor ventured 
upon in the larger Christendom — the forms were not criticised, but the con- 
tents spiritualised — so the theory that Christianity is promise and spiritual 
law, is to be regarded as the primitive one. Between the spiritual law and 
the national law there stand indeed ceremonial laws, which, without being spi- 
ritually interpreted, could yet be freed from the national application. It cannot 
be denied that the Gentile Christian communities and the incipient Catholic 
Church were very careful and reserved in their adoption of such laws from 
the Old Testament, and that the later Church no longer observed this caution. 
But still it is only a question of degree, for there are many examples of that 
adoption in the earliest period of Christendom. The latter had no cause for 
hurry in utilizing the Old Testament so long as there was no external or in- 
ternal policy, or so long as it was still in embryo. The decisive factor lies 
here again in enthusiasm and not in changing theories. The basis for these was 
supplied from the beginning. But a community of individuals under spiritual 
excitement builds on this foundation something different from an association 
which wishes to organise and assert itself as such on earth. (The history of 
Sunday is specially instructive here; see Zahn, Gesch. des Sonntags, 1878, as 
well as the history of the discipline of fasting, see Linsenmayr, Entwickelung 
der Kirchl. Fastendisciplin, 1877, and Die Abgabe des Zehnten. In general, 
Cf. Ritschl., Entstehung der Altkath. Kirche, 2. edit. pp. 312 if. 331 if.). I Cor. 
IX. 9, may be noted. 
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were still numerous and undoubtedly formed the great major- 
ity of believers in Palestine, * and finally, that attempts — 
unsuccessful ones indeed — on the part of Jewish Christianity 
to bring Gentile Christians under its sway, did not cease till 
about the middle of the third century, a short sketch may 
be appropriate here. * 

1 Justin, Apol. I. 53, Dial. 47; Euseb., H.E. IV. 5; Sulpic. Sev., Hist. Sacr. 
II. 31; Cyrill, Catech. XIV. 15. Important testimonies in Origen, Eusebius, 
Epiphaoius and Jerome. 

2 No Jewish Christian writings have been transmitted to us, even from the 
earliest period; for the Apocalypse of John which describes the Jews as a 
synagogue of Satan, is not a Jewish Christian book (III. 9, especially, shews 
that the author knows of only one covenant of God, viz., that with the Chris- 
tians). Jewish Christian sources lie at the basis of our synoptic Gospels, but 
none of them in their present form is a Jewish Christian writing. The Acts 
of the Apostles is so little Jewish Christian, its author seemingly so ignorant 
of Jewish Christianity, at least so unconcerned with regard to it, that to him 
the spiritualised Jewish law, or Judaism as a religion which he connects as 
closely as possible with Christianity, is a factor idready completely detached 
from the Jewish people (see Overbeck's Commentar z. Apostelgesch. and his 
discussion in the Ztschr. f. wiss. Theol. 1872. p. 305 ff.). Measured by the 
Pauline theology we may indeed, with Overbeck, say of the Gentile Christi- 
anity, as represented by the author of the Acts of the Apostles, that it already 
has germs of Judaism, and represents a falling off from Paulinism, but these 
expressions are not correct, because they have at least the appearance of making 
Paulinism the original form of Gentile Christianity. But as this can neither 
be proved nor believed, the religious attitude of the author of the Acts of 
the Apostles must have been a very old one in Christendom. The Judaistic 
element was not first introduced into Gentile Christianity by the opponents of 
Paul, who indeed wrought in the national sense, and there is even nothing to 
lead to the hypothesis that the common Gentile Christian view of the Old 
Testament and of the law should be conceived as resulting from the efforts 
of Paul and his opponents, for the consequent effect here would either have 
been null or a strengthening of the Jewish Christian thesis. The Jewish ele- 
ment, that is, the totsd acceptance of the Jewish religion sub specie aternitatis 
et Christi^ is simply the original Christianity of the Gentile Christians itself 

, considered as theory. Contrary to his own intention, Paul was compelled to 
lead his converts to this Christianity, for only for such Christianity was ^^the 
time fulfilled*^ within the empire of the world. The Acts of the Apostles 
gives eloquent testimony to the pressing difficulties which, under such circum- 
stances, stand in the way of a historical understanding of the Gentile Chris- 
tiank in view of the work and the theology of Paul. Even the Epistle to 
the Hebrews is not a Jewish Christian writing: but there is certainly a pe- 
culiar state of things connected with this document. For, on the one hand, 
the author and his readers are free from the law, a spiritual interpretation is 
given to the Old Testament religion which makes it appear to be glorified 
and fulfilled in the work of Christ, and there is no mention of any prerogative 
of the people of Israel. But, on the other hand, because the spiritual inter- 
pretation, as in Paul, is here teleological, the author allows a temporary 
significance to the cultus as literally understood, and therefore, by his criti- 
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himself alone. Placed on this height Catholicism was certainly 
developed by means of conflicts and compromises, not, how- 
ever, by conflicts with Ebionitism, which was to all intents 
and purposes discarded as early as the first century, but as 
the result of the conflict of Christianity with the united 
powers of the world in which it existed, on behalf of its own 
peculiar nature as the universal religion based on the Old 
Testament. Here were fought triumphant battles, but here 
also compromises were made which characterise the essence 
of Catholicism as Church and as doctrine. ^ 
' A history of Jewish Christianity and its doctrines does not 
therefore, strictly speaking, belong to the history of dogma, 
especially as the original distinction between Jewish Christi- 
anity and the main body of the Church, lay, as regards its 
principle, not in doctrine, but in polity. 1 But seeing that the 
opinions of the teachers in this Church regarding Jewish 
Christianity, throw light upon their own stand-point, also that 
up till about the middle of the second century Jewish Christians 

1 What is called the ever-increasing ** legal" feattire of Gentile Christianity 
and the Catholic Church, is conditioned by its origin, in so far as its theory 
is rooted in that of Judaism spiritualised and influenced by Hellenism. As the 
Pauline conception of the law never took effect, and a criticism of the Old 
Testament religion which is just law, was neither understood nor ventured 
upon in the larger Christendom — the forms were not criticised, but the con- 
tents spiritualised — so the theory that Christianity is promise and spiritual 
law, is to be regarded as the primitive one. Between the spiritual law and 
the national law there stand indeed ceremonial laws, which, without being spi- 
ritually interpreted, could yet be freed from the national application. It cannot 
be denied that the Gentile Christian communities and the incipient Catholic 
Church were very careful and reserved in their adoption of such laws from 
the Old Testament, and that the later Church no longer observed this caution. 
But still it is only a question of degree, for there are many examples of that 
adoption in the earliest period of Christendom. The latter had no cause for 
hurry in utilizing the Old Testament so long as there was no external or in- 
ternal policy, or so long as it was still in embryo. The decisive factor lies 
here again in enthusiasm and not in changing theories. The basis for these was 
supplied from the beginning. But a community of individuals under spiritual 
excitement builds on this foundation something different from an association 
which wishes to organise and assert itself as such on earth. (The history of 
Sunday is specially instructive here; see Zahn, Gesch. des Sonntags, 1878, as 
well as the history of the discipline of fasting, see Linsenmayr, Entwickelung 
der Kirchl. Fastendisciplin, 1877, and Die Abgabe des Zehnten. In general, 
Cf. Ritschl., Entstehung der Altkath. Kirche, 2. edit. pp. 312 ff. 331 ff.). I Cor. 
IX. 9, may be noted. 
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were still numerous and undoubtedly formed the great major- 
ity of believers in Palestine, * and finally, that attempts — 
unsuccessful ones indeed — on the part of Jewish Christianity 
to bring Gentile Christians under its sway, did not cease till 
about the middle of the third century, a short sketch may 
be appropriate here. * 

1 Justin, Apol. I. 53, Dial. 47 ; Euseb., H. E. IV. 5 ; Sulpic. Sev., Hist. Sacr. 
II. 31; Cyrill, Catech. XIV. 15. Important testimonies in Origen, Eusebius, 
Epipbanius and Jerome. 

2 No Jewish Christian writings have been transmitted to us, even from the 
earliest period; for the Apocalypse of John which describes the Jews as a 
synagogue of Satan, is not a Jewish Christian book (III. 9, especially, shews 
that the author knows of only one covenant of God, viz., that with the Chris- 
tians). Jewish Christian sources lie at the basis of our synoptic Gospels, but 
none of them in their present form is a Jewish Christian writing. The Acts 
of the Apostles is so little Jewish Christian, its atithor seemingly so ignorant 
of Jewish Christianity, at least so unconcerned with regard to it, that to him 
the spiritualised Jewish law, or Judaism as a religion which he connects as 
closely as possible with Christianity, is a factor ^ready completely detached 
from the Jewish people (see Overbeck*s Commentar z. Apostelgesch. and his 
discussion in the Ztschr. f. wiss. Theol. 1872. p. 305 ff.). Measured by the 
Pauline theology we may indeed, with Overbeck, say of the Gentile Christi- 
anity, as represented by the author of the Acts of the Apostles, that it already 
has germs of Judaism, and represents a falling off from Paulinism, but these 
expressions are not correct, because they have at least the appearance of making 
Paulinism the original form of Gentile Christianity. But as this can neither 
be proved nor believed, the religious attitude of the author of the Acts of 
the Apostles must have been a very old one in Christendom. The Judaistic 
element was not first introduced into Gentile Christianity by the opponents of 
Paul, who indeed wrought in the national sense, and there is even nothing to 
lead to the hypothesis that the common Gentile Christian view of the Old 
Testament and of the law should be conceived as resulting from the efforts 
of Paul and his opponents, for the consequent effect here would either have 
been null or a strengthening of the Jewish Christian thesis. The Jewish ele- 
ment, that is, the total acceptance of the Jewish religion sub specie aternitatis 
et Christi^ is simply the original Christianity of the Gentile Christians itself 

, considered as theory. Contrary to his own intention, Paul was compelled to 
' lead his converts to this Christianity, for only for such Christianity was ^^the 
time fulfilled** within the empire of the world. The Acts of the Apostles 
gives eloquent testimony to the pressing difficulties which, under such circum- 
stances, stand in the way of a historical understanding of the Gentile Chris- 
tiank in view of the work and the theology of Paul. Even the Epistle to 
the Hebrews is not a Jewish Christian writing: but there is certainly a pe- 
culiar state of things connected with this document. For, on the one hand, 
the author and his readers are free from the law, a spiritual interpretation is 
given to the Old Testament religion which makes it appear to be glorified 
and fulfilled in the work of Christ, and there is no mention of any prerogative 
of the people of Israel. But, on the other hand, because the spiritual inter- 
pretation, as in Paul, is here teleological, the author allows a temporary 
significance to the cultus as litecally understood, and therefore, by his criti- 
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The fact that, even then, there were Jewish Christians here 
and there who sought to spread the hvofioq iroXnela among 
Gentile Christians, hafe been attested by Justin and also by 
other contemporary writers. * But there is no evidence of 
this propaganda having acquired any great importance. Cel- 
sus also knows Christians who desire to live as Jews accor- 
ding to the Mosaic law (V. 61), but he mentions them only 
once, and otherwise takes no notice of them in his delinea- 
tion of, and attack on, Christianity. We may perhaps infer 
that he knew of them only from hearsay, for he simply enu- 
merates them along with the numerous Gnostic sects. Had 
this keen observer really known them he would hardly have 
passed them over, even though he had met with only a small 

nied the pre-existence of Christ and held him to be a man, are described as 
Jewish Christians. We should read in the passage in question, as my recent 
comparison of the Parisian codex shews, ird rob vfitripou yivovc. Yet Justin 
did not make this a controversial point of great moment. 

I The so-called Barnabas is considerably older than Justin. In his Epistle 
(4. 6) he has in view Gentile Christians who have been converted by Jewish 
Christians, when he utters a warning against those who say Brt m iimitimi iuahm* 
(the Jews) wti ^fi&v (eo^<yV But how great the actual danger was cannot be 
gathered from the Epistle. Tlgpaatius in two Epistles (ad Magn. 8 — io:adPhilad. 
6. 9) opposes Jewish Christian intrigues, and characterises them solely from the 
point of view that they mean to introduce the Jewish observance of the law. 
He opposes them with a Pauline idea (Magn. 8. i : tl yhp fiixpt ^^ tutrk ¥6fiw. 
^lovia'ia-fibv ^Sftev SfJtoAoyoOfisv x^P'^ t^^ mIkii^vcu)^ as well as with the common 
Gentile Christian assumption that the prophets themselves had already lived 
xark Xpi9-r6v,) These Judaists must be strictly distinguished from the Gnostics 
whom Ignatius elsewhere opposes (against Zahn, Ignat. v. Ant. p. 356 f.) The 
dangers from this Jewish Christianity cannot have been very serious, even if 
we take Magn. 11. i, as a phrase. There was an active Jewish community in 
Philadelphia (Rev. III. 9), and so Jewish Christian plots may have continued 
longer there. At the first look it seems very promising that in the old dialogue 
of Aristo of Pella, a Hebrew Christian, Jason, is put in opposition to the Alexan- 
drian Jew, Papiscus. But as the history of the little book proves, this Jason must 
have essentially represented the common Christian and not the Ebionite con- 
ception of the Old Testament and its relation to the Gospel etc. ; see my Texte 
u. Unters. I. I. 2. p. 1x5 ff. I. 3. p. 1x5 — X30. Testimony as to an apostasy to 
Judaism is occasionally though rarely given, see Serapion in Euseb., H. E. VI. 
12. who addresses a book to one Domninus, ittirtTTMxdTa xapk rdy roC h»ryi*ov 
KMpbv ^Td r^c c<C Xpta-rh w/vrttiQ M riyv *IoviaiKiiv iUho^p^vtuten ; see also Acta 
Pionii X3. 14. According to Epiphanius, de mens, et pond. 14. 15, Acquila, the 
translator of the Bible, was first a Christian and then a Jew. This account is 
perhaps derived from Origen and is probably reliable. Likewise according to 
Epiphanius (1. c. 17. 18), Theodotion was first a Marcionite and then a Jew. 
The transition from Marcionitism to Judaism (for extremes meet) is not in itself 
incredible. 



Chap, vi.] JEWISH CHRISTIANITY 299 

number of them. * Irenaeus placed the Ebionites among the *' 
heretical schools, * but we can see from his work that in his 
day they must have been all but forgotten in the West. ' 
This was not yet the case in the East. Origen knows of them. 
He knows also of some who recognise the birth from the 
Virgin. He is sufficiently intelligent and acquainted with 
history to judge that the Ebionites are no school, but as be- 
lieving Jews are the descendants of the earliest Christians, in 
fact he seems to suppose that all converted Jews have at all 
times observed the law of their fathers. But he is far from 
judging of them favourably. He regards them as little better 
than the Jews {'\ovict7ot %x) oJ oXlya iidCpipovn^ xvruv *Efiiuv»Toi^ ^ 
"Jews and Ebionites who differ little from them"). fTheir ^ 
rejection of Paul destroys the value of their recognition "^ 
of Jesus as Messiah.] They appear only to have assumed 

1 It follows from c. Cels. II. i — 3, that Celsos conld hardly have known 
Jewish Christians. 

2 Iren. I. 26. 2: III. 1 1. 7: III. 15. I, 21. i: IV. 33. 4: V. 1. 3. We 
first find the name Ebionsei, the poor, in Iren^us. We are probably entitled 
to assume that this name was given to the Christians in Jerusalem as early as 
the Apostolic age, that is, they applied it to themselves (poor in the sense of 
the prophets and of Christ, fit to be received into the Messianic kingdom). It 
is very questionable whether we should put any value on Epiph. h. 30.- 17. 

3 When Irenaeus adduces as the points of distinction between the Church and 
the Ebionites, that besides observing the law and repudiating the Apostle Paul, 
the latter deny the Divinity of Christ and his birth from the Virgin, and reject 
the New Testament Canon (Except the Gospel of Matthew), that only proves 
that the formation of dogma has made progress in the Church. The less was known 
of the Ebionites from personal observation, the more confidently they were made 
out to be heretics who denied the Divinity of Christ and rejected the Canon. 
The denial of the Divinity of Christ and the birth from the Virgin, was, from 
the end of the second century, regarded as the Ebionite heresy par excellence^ 
and the Ebionites themselves appeared to the Western Christians, who obtained 
their information solely from the East, to be a school like those of the Gnostics, 
founded by a scoundrel named Ebion for the purpose of dragging down the 
person of Jesus to the common level. It is also mentioned incidentally, that 
this Ebion had commanded the observance of circumcision and the Sabbath; 
but that is no longer the main thing (see TertuU., de came 14, 18, 24: de 
virg. vel. 6: de praescr. 10. 33; Hippol., Syntagma, [Pseudo-Tertull., 1 1 ; Philastr. 
37; Epiph. h. 30]; Hippol., Philos. VII. 34. The latter passage contains the 
instructive statement that Jesus by his perfect keeping of the law became the 
Christ). This attitude of the Western Christians proves that they no longer 
knew Jewish Christian communities. Hence it is all the more strange that Hil- 
genfeld (Ketzergesch. p. 422 if.) has in all earnestness endeavoured to revive the 
Ebion of the Western Church Fathers. 
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Christ's name, and their literal exposition of the Scripture 
is meagre and full of error. It is possible that such Jewish 
Christians may have existed in Alexandria, but it is not 
certain. Origen knows nothing of an inner development 
in this Jewish Christianity. * Even in Palestine, Origen 
seems to have occupied himself personally with these Jewish 
Christians, just as little as Eusebius. * They lived apart by 
themselves and were not aggressive. Jerome is the last who 
gives us a clear and certain account of them. * He, who as- 
sociated with them, assures us that .their attitude was the 
same as in the second century, only they seem to have made 
progress in the recognition of the birth from the Virgin and 
in their more friendly position towards the Church.* Jerome 

1 See Orig. c. Cels. II. i: V. 6i, 65: de princip. IV. 22; horn, in Genes. 
III. 15 (0pp. II. p. 65): horn, in Jerem. XVII. 12 (III. p. 254); in Matth. T. 
XVI. 12 (III. p. 494), T. XVII. 12 (III. p. 733); cf. 0pp. UI. p. 895: hom. 
in Lc. XVII. (III. p. 952). That a portion of the Ebionites recognised the 
birth from the Virgin was according to Origen frequently attested. That was 
partly reckoned to them for righteousness and partly not, because they would 
not admit the pre-existence of Christ. The name ^^ Ebionites" is interpreted as 
a nickname given them by the Church(^^beggarly "in the knowledge of scripture, 
and particularly of Christology). 

2 Eusebius knows no more than Origen (H. E. III. 27), unless we specially 
credit him with the information that the Ebionites keep along with the Sabbath 
also the Sunday. What he says of Symmachus, the translator of the Bible, and an 
Ebionite, is derived from Origen (H. E. VI. 1 7). The report is interesting, be- 
cause it declares that Symmachus wroU against Catholic Christianity, especially 
against the Catholic Gospel of Matthew (about the year 200). But Symmachus 
is to be classed with the Gnostics, and not with the common type of Jewish 
Christianity (see below). We have also to thank Eusebius (H. E. III. 5. 3) for 
the information that the Christians of Jerusalem fled to PeUa, in Penea, before 
the destruction of that city. In the following period the most important set- 
tlements of the Ebionites must have been in the countries east of the Jordan, 
and] in the heart of Syria (see Jul. AMc. in Euseb., H. E. I. 7. 14: Euseb., de 
loc. hebr. in Lagarde, Onomast. p. 301 ; Epiph., h. 29. 7 : h. 30. 2). This fact 
explains how the bishops in Jerusalem and the coast towns of Palestine came 
to see very little of them. There was a Jewish Christian community in Beroea 
with which Jerome had relations (Jerom., de Vir. inl. 3). 

3 Jerome correctly declares (Ep. ad. August. 112. c. 13, Opp. I. p. 746. 
^(Ebionitae) credentes in Christo propter hoc solum a patribus anathematizati 
sunt, quod legis cseremonias Christ! evangelio miscuerunt, et sic nova confesd 
sunt, ut Vetera non omitterent." 

4 Ep. ad. August. 1. c; Quid dlcam de Hebionitis, qui Christianos esse se 
simulant? usque hodie per totas orientis synagogas inter Jud0eos(!) haeresis est, 
quae dicitur Minseorum et a Pharisseis nunc usque damnatur, quos vulgo Naza- 
raeos nuncupant, qui credunt in Christum filium dei natum de Virg^ne Maria et 
eum dicunt esse, qui sub Pontio Pilato passus est et resurrexit, in quern et nos 
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at one time calls them Ebionites and at another Nazarenes, 
thereby proving that these names were used synonymously. * 
There is not the least ground for distinguishing two clearly 
marked groups of Jewish Christians, or even for reckoning 
the distinction of Origen and the Church Fathers to the ac- 
count of Jewish Christians themselves, so as to describe as 
Nazarenes those who recognised the birth from the Virgin, 
and who had no wish to compel the Gentile Christians to 
observe the law, and the others as Ebionites. Apart from 
syncretistic or Gnostic Jewish Christianity, there is but one 
group of Jewish Christians holding various shades of opinion, 
and these from the beginning called themselves Nazarenes 
as well as Ebionites. From the beginning, likewise, one 
portion of them was influenced by the existence of a great 
Gentile Church which did not observe the law. They ac- 
knowledged the work of Paul and experienced in a slight degree 
influences emanating from the great Church. > But the gulf 
which separated them from that Church did not thereby be- 
come narrower. That gulf was caused by the social and 
political separation of these Jewish Christians, whatever mental 
attitude, hostile or friendly, they might take up to the 
great Church. This Church stalked over them with iron feet. 



credimns; sed dum volunt et Jadaei esse et Christiani, nee Judaei sunt nee Chris- 
tian!." The approximation of the Jewish Christian conception to that of the 
Catholics shews itself also in their exposition of Isaiah IX. i f. (see Jerome on 
the passage). But we must not forget that there were such Jewish Christians 
from the earliest times. It is worthy of note that the name Nazarenes, as ap- 
plied to Jewish Christians, is found in the Acts of the Apostles XXIV. 5, in 
the Dialogue of Jason and Papiscus, and then first again in Jerome. 

1 Zahn, 1. c. p. 648 ff. 668 ff. has not convinced me of the contrary, but I 
confess that Jerome's style of expression is not everywhere clear. 

2 Zahn, (1. c.) makes a sharp distinction between the Nazarenes, on the one 
side, who used the Gospel of the Hebrews, acknowledged the birth from the 
Virgin, and in fact the higher Christology to some extent, did not repudiate 
Paul, etc., and the Ebionites on the other, whom he simply identifies with the 
Gnostic Jewish Christians, if I am not mistaken. In opposition to this, I think 
I must adhere to the distinction as given above in the text and in the follow- 
ing: (i) Non-Gnostic, Jewish Christians (Nazarenes, Ebionites), who appeared 
in various shades, according to their doctrine and attitude to the Gentile Church, 
and whom, with the Church Fathers, we may appropriately classify as strict or 
tolerant (exclusive or liberal). (2) Gnostic or syncretistic Judiaeo-Christians who 
are also tenned Ebionites. 
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as over a structure which in her opinion was full of contra- 
dictions throughout ('' Semi-christiani "), and was disconcerted 
neither by the gospel of these Jewish Christians nor by any- 
thing else about them. ^ But as the Synagogue also vigo- 
rously condemned them, their position up to their extinction 
was a most tragic one. These Jewish Christians, more than 
any other Christian party, bore the reproach of Christ. 

The Gospel, at the time when it was proclaimed among 
the Jews, was not only law, but theology, and indeed syn- 
cretistic theology. On the other hand, the temple service 
and the sacrificial system had begun to lose their hold in 
certain influential circles. ^ We have pointed out above 
(Presupp. §§. I. 2. s) how great were the diversities of Jewish sects, 
and that there was in the Diaspora, as well as in Palestine 
itself, a Judaism which, on the one hand, followed ascetic 
impulses, and on the other, advanced to a criticism of the 
religious tradition without giving up the national claims. It 
may even be said that in theology the boundaries between 
the orthodox Judaism of the Pharisees .and a syncretistic 
Judaism were of an elastic kind. Although religion, in those 
circles, seemed to be fixed in its legal aspect, yet on its theo- 
logical side it was ready to admit very diverse speculations, 
in which angelic powers especially played a great role. ' 

1 This Gospel no doubt greatly interested the scholars of the Catholic Church 
from Clement of Alexandria onwards. But they have almost all contrived to 
evade the hard problem which it presented. It may be noted, incidentally, 
that the Gospel of the Hebrews, to judge from the remains preserved to us, 
can neither have been the model nor the translation of our Matthew, but a 
work independent of this, though drawing from the same sources, representing 
perhaps to some extent an earlier stage of the tradition. Jerome also knew 
very well that the Gospel of the Hebrews was not the original of the canonical 
Matthew, but he took care not to correct the old prejudice. Ebionitic con- 
ceptions, such as that of the female nature of the Holy Spirit, were of course 
least likely to convince the Church Fathers. Moreover, the common Jewish 
Christians hardly possessed a Church theology, because for them Christianity 
was something entirely different from the doctrine of a school. On the Gospd 
of the Hebrews, see Handmann (Texte u. Unters. V. 3) Resch, Agrapha (1. c. 
V. 4), and Zahn 1. c. p. 6425*. 

2 We have as yet no history of the sacrificial system, and the views as to 
sacrifice in the Gneco-Roman epoch, of the Jewish Nation. It is urgently needed. 

3 We may remind readers of the assumptions, that the world was created by 
angels, that the law was given by angels, and similar ones which are found 
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That introduced into Jewish monotheism an element of differ- 
entiation, the results of which were far-reaching. The field 
was prepared for the formation of syncretistic sects. They 
present themselves to us on the soil of the earliest Christi- 
anity, in the speculations of [those Jewish Christian teachers 
who are opposed in the Epistle to the Colossians, and in the 
Gnosis of Cerinthus (see above p. 246). Here cosmological 
ideas and myths were turned to profit. The idea of God 
was sublimated by both. In consequence of this, the Old 
Testament records were subjected to criticism, because they 
could not in all respects be reconciled with the universal re- 
ligion which hovered before men's minds. This criticism was 
opposed to the Pauline in so far as it maintained, with the 
common Jewish Christians, and Christendom as a whole, that 
the genuine Old Testament religion was essentially identical 
with the Christian. But while those common Jewish Chris- 
tians drew from this the inference that the whole of the Old 
Testament must be adhered to in its traditional sense and 
in all its ordinances, and while the larger Christendom secured 
for itself the whole of the Old Testament by deviating 
from the ordinary interpretation, those syncretistic Jewish 
Christians separated from the Old Testament, as interpola- 
tions, whatever did not agree with their purer moral concep- 
tions and borrowed speculations. Thus, in particular, they got 
rid of the sacrificial ritual, and all that was connected with 
it, by putting ablutions in their place. First the profanation, 
and afterwards, the abolition of the temple worship, after 
the destruction of Jerusalem, may have given another new 
and welcome impulse to this by coming to be regarded 
as its Divine confirmation (Presupp. § 2). Christianity now 
appeared as purified Mosaism. In these Jewish Christian under- 
takings we have undoubtedly before us a series of peculiar 
attempts to elevate the Old Testament religion into the uni- 

in the theology of the Pharisees. Celsos (in Orig. I. 26: V. 6) asserts gen- 
erally that the Jews worshipped angels, so does £he author of the Praedicatio 
Petri, as well as the apologist Aristides. Cf. Joel, Blicke in die Religionsgesch. 
I Abth., a book which is certainly to be used with caution (see Theol. Lit. Ztg. 
1881. Coll. iS4ff.). 
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versal one, under the impression of the person of Jesus ; at- 
tempts, however, in which the Jewish religion, and not the 
Jewish people, was to bear the costs by curtailment of its 
distinctive features. The great inner affinity of these attempts 
with the Gentile Christian Gnostics has already been set forth. 
The firm partition wall between them, however, lies in the 
claim of these Jewish Christians to set forth the pure Old 
Testament religion, as well as in the national Jewish colouring 
which the constructed universal religion was always to pre- 
serve. This national colouring is shewn in the insistance upon 
a definite measure of Jewish national ceremonies as necessary 
to salvation, and in the opposition to the Apostle Paul, which 
united the Gnostic Judaeo-Christians with the common type, 
those of the strict observance. How the latter were related 
to the former, we do not know, for the inner relations here 
are almost completely unknown to us. ^ 

Apart from the false doctrines opposed in the Epistle to 
the Colossians, and from Cerinthus, this syncretistic Jewish 
Christianity which aimed at making itself a universal religion, 
meets us in tangible form only in three phenomena : ^ in the 
Elkesaites of Hippolytus and Origen, in the Ebionites with 
their associates of Epiphanius, sects very closely connected, 
in fact to be viewed as one party of manifold shades, ' and 

1 No reliance can be placed on Jewish sources, or on Jewish scholars, as a 
rule. What we find in Joel, 1. c. I. Abth. p. loi ff. is instructive. We may 
mention Gratz, Gnosticismus und Judenthum (Krotoschin, 1846), who has called 
attention to the Gnostic elements in the Talmud, and dealt with several Jewish 
Gnostics and Antignostics, as weU as with the book of Jezira. Gratz assumes 
that the four main dogmatic points in the book Jezira, viz., the strict unity of 
the deity, and, at the same time, the negation of the demiurgic dualism, the 
creation out of nothing with the negation of matter, the systematic unity of 
the world and the bsdancing of opposites, were directed against prevailing 
Gnostic ideas. 

2 We may pass over the false teachers of the Pastoral Epistles, as they 
cannot be with certainty determined, and the possibility is not excluded that 
we have here to do with an arbitrary construction; see Holtzman, Pastoral* 
briefe p. 150 f. 

3 Orig. in Euseb. VI. 38; Hippol., Philos. IX. I3ff. X. 29; Epiph., h. 30, 
also h. 19. 53; Method., Conviv. VIII. 10. From the confused account of 
Epiphanius, who called the common Jewish Christians Nazarenes, the Gnostic 
type Ebionites and Sampsaei, and their Jewish forerunners Osseni, we may con- 
clude, that in many regions where there were Jewish Christians they yielded 



Chap, vl] JEWISH CHRISTIANITY' 305 

in the activity of Symmachus. * We observe here a form of 
religion as far removed from that of the Old Testament as from 
the Gospe^ subject to strong heathen influences, not Greek, but 
Asiatic, and scarcely deserving the name " Christian/' because it 
appeals to a new revelation of God which is to complete that 
given in Christ. We should take particular note of this in 
judging of the whole remarkable phenomenon. The question 
in this Jewish Christianity is not the formation of a philosophic 
school, but to some extent the establishment of a kind of 
new religion, that is, the completion of that founded by Christ, 
undertaken by a particular person basing his claims on a 
revealed book which was delivered to him from heaven. This 
book which was to form the complement of the Gospel, pos- 
sessed, from the third century, importance for all sections of 
Jewish Christians so far as they, in the phraseology of Epi- 
phanius, were not Nazarenes. ^ The whole system reminds 
one of Samaritan Christian syncretism ; ' but we must be on 

to the propaganda of the Elkesaite doctrines, and that in the fourth century 
there was no other syncretistic Jewish Christianity besides the various shades 
of Elkesaites. 

1 I formerly reckoned Symmachus, the translator of the Bible, among the 
common Jewish Christians; but the statements of Victorinus Rhetor on Gal. 
I. 19. II. 26 (Migne T. VIII. Col. 11 55. 1162) shew that he has a close affi- 
nity with the Pseudo-Clementines, and is also to be classed with the Elkesaite 
Alcibiades. ^^Nam Jacobum apostolum Symmachiani faciunt quasi duodecimum 
et hunc secuntur, qui ad dominum nostrum Jesum Christum adjungunt Judaismi 
obsenrationem, quamquam etiam Jesum Christum fatentur; dicunt enim eum 
ipsum Adam esse et esse animam generalem, et aliae hujusmodi blasphemiae." 
The account given by Eusebiu^, H. E. VI. 17 (probably on the authority of 
Origen, see also Demonstr. VII. i) is important: Tfiy yt liiv ipfitivevTSiv abrAv ^1^ 
To6rmv la^rSov, ^fituvatov rdv l^fifiaxov ytyovivm .... Koi ihrofiv^futrct ^) roO 
ZvfiiiAxov §Mti vCv ^ptrat, h oIq ioiUt Tpd^ rd nark VLar^aiov iiroTtt¥6fit¥OQ 
ghayyixtw rifv MtiKufiivtiv ei/p9o-t¥ Kfctr^vttv. Symmachus therefore adopted an 
aggressive attitude towards the great Church, and hence we may probably class 
him with Alcibiades who lived a little later. Common Jewish Christianity was 
no longer aggressive in the second century. 

2 Wellhausen (1. c. Part III. p. 206) supposes that Elkesai is equivalent to 
Alexius. That the receiver of the ^^book" was a historical person, is manifest 
from Epiphanius^ account of his descendants (h. 19. 2: 53. i). From Hipp., Phi- 
losoph. IX. 16, p. 468, it is certainly probable, though not certain, that 
the book was produced by the unknown author as early as the time of Trajan. 
On the other hand, the existence of the sect itself can be proved only at the 
beginning of the third century, and therefore we have the possibility of an ante- 
dating of the ^^book.'* This seems to have been Origen*s opinion. 

3 Epiph. (h. 53. i) says of the Elkesaites: oVn x^i0-ri«yoi ihrdfxorre^ oihg 
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our guard against identifying the two phenomena, or even 
regarding them as similar. These Elkesaite Jewish Christians 
held fast by the belief that Jesus was the Son of God, and 
saw in the "book" a revelation which proceeded from him. 
They did not offer any worship to their founder, * that is, to 
the receiver of the "book," and they were, as will be shewn, 
the most ardent opponents of Simonianism. ^ 

Alcibiades of Apamea, one of their disciples, came from the 
East to Rome about 220-230, and endeavoured to spread the 
doctrines of the sect in the Roman Church. He found the 
soil prepared, inasmuch as he could announce from the " book " 
forgiveness of sins to all sinful Christians, even the grossest 
transgressors, and such forgiveness was very much needed. 
Hippoljrtus opposed him, and had an opportunity of seeing the 
book and becoming acquainted with its contents. From his 
account and that of Origen we gather the following: (i) The 
sect is a Jewish Christian one, for it requires the vi(Mu iroKirela 
(circumcision and the keeping of the Sabbath), and repudiates 
the Apostle Paul; but it criticises the Old Testament and rejects 
a part of it. (2) The objects of its faith are the "Great and 
most High God", the Son of God (the "Great King"), and 
^ the Holy Spirit (thought of as female); Son and Spirit appear 
as angelic powers. Considered outwardly, and according to 
his birth, Christ is a mere man, but with this peculiarity, 
that he has already been frequently born and manifested 

'lovialoi olhi ''EAAifyfCi ix\d iiiaov ^tA«Ic vrdpxo^frt^. He pronounces a similar 
judgment as to the Samaritan sects (Simonians), and expressly (h. 30. i) connects 
the Elkesaites with them. 

1 The worship paid to the descendants of this Elkesai, spoken of by Epipha- 
nius, does not, if we allow for exaggerations, go beyond the measure of honour 
which was regularly paid to the descendants of prophets and men of God in the 
East. Cf. the respect enjoyed by the blood relations of Jesus and Mohammed. 

2 If the ^^book" really originated in the time of Trajan, then its production 
keeps within the frame-work of common Christianity, for at that time there were 
appearing everywhere in Christendom revealed books which contained new in- 
structions and communications of grace. The reader may be reminded, for exam- 
ple, of the Shepherd of Hennas. When the sect declared that the ^book" 
was delivered to Elkesai by a male and a female angel, each as large as a 
mountain, that these angels were the Son of God and the Holy Spirit, etc., 
we have, apart from the fantastic colouring, nothing extraordinary. 
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90¥T» yivivug »a!i fiiTsvamfAdTOvfuvoiff cf. the testimony of Vic- 
torinus as to Symmachus). From the statements of Hippolytus 
we cannot be sure whether he was identified with the Son of 
God, 1 at any rate the assumption of repeated births of Christ, 
shews how completely Christianity was meant to be identified 
with what was supposed to be the pure Old Testament reli- 
gion. (3) The " book " proclaimed a new forgiveness of sin, 
which, on condition of faith in the "book" and a real change 
of mind, was to be bestowed on every one, through the me- 
dium of washings, accompanied by definite prayers which are 
strictly prescribed. In these prayers appear peculiar Semitic 
speculations about nature ("the seven witnesses: heaven, 
water, the holy spirits, the angels of prayer, oil, salt, 
earth"). The old Jewish way of thinking appears in the 
assumption that all kinds of sickness and misfortune are punish- 
ments for sin, and that these penalties must therefore be 
removed by atonement. The book contains also astrological 
and geometrical speculations in a religious garb. The main 
thing, however, was the possibility of a forgiveness of sin, ever 
requiring to be repeated, though Hippolytus himself was un- 
able to point to any gross laxity. Still, the appearance of 
this sect represents the attempt to make the religion of Chris- 
tian Judaism palatable to the world. The possibility of re- 
peated forgiveness of sin, the speculations about numbers, ele- 
ments, and stars, the halo of mystery, the adaptation to the 
forms of worship employed in the "mysteries", are worldly 
means of attraction which shew that this Jewish Christianity 

I It may be assumed from Philos. X. 29, that, in the opinion of Hippolytus, 
the Elkesaites identified the Christ from above with the Son of God, and assum- 
ed that this Christ appeared on earth in changing and purely human forms, 
and will appear again (fltj^rdv d> fUTayYt^6fU¥0¥ i¥ o'mfioo'i toAAo/c toAA^ju^, lutt 
vCv 9) fv r^ *Iir^o{/, Sfioitt^ T0Ti fih hn reS UoO ytytviio'Bat , xorl ^% mtOfia ytyo- 
vSvcu, T0rl i) fx irmp9ivov, rori H oV- xa) riCrov ii furiintTa i§t h viniart 
fAtrepyy/^taiat Moi f v ToAAoi^ xark xaifo^Q iifxwv^m). As the Elkesaites (see the 
account by Epiphanius) traced back the incarnations of Christ to Adun, and 
not merely to Abraham, we may see in this yiew of history the attempt to 
transform Mosaism into the universal religion. But the Pharisaic theology had 
already begun with these Adam-speculations, which are always a sign that the 
religion in Judaism is feeling its limits too narrow. The Jews in Alexandria 
were also acquainted with these speculations. 
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was subject to the process of acute secularization. The Jewish 
mode of life was to be adopted in return for these concessions. 
Yet its success in the West was of small extent and short-lived. 
Epiphanius confirms all these features, and adds a series of 
new ones. In his description, the new forgiveness of sin is 
not so prominent as in that of Hippolytus, but it is there. 
From the account of Epiphanius we can see that these syn- 
cretistic Judaeo-Christian sects were at first strictly ascetic and 
rejected marriage as well as the eating of flesh, but that they 
gradually became more lax. We learn here that the whole 
sacrificial service was removed from the Old Testament by 
the Elkesaites and declared to ^ be non-Divine, that is non- 
Mosaic, and that fire was consequently regarded as the impure 
and dangerous element, and water as the good one. * We 
learn further, that these sects acknowledged no prophets and 
men of God between Aaron and Christ, and that they com- 
pletely adapted the Hebrew Gospel of Matthew to their own 
views. * In addition to this book, however, (the Grospel of 
the 12 Apostles), other writings, such as Usploioi Tlirpou hit 
KkiifuvTogf *Ava0a$fio) ^letx&fiou and similar histories of Apostles, 
were held in esteem by them. In these writings the Apostles 
were represented as zealous ascetics, and, above all, as vege- 
tarians, while the Apostle Paul was"] most bitterly opposed. 
They called him a Tarsene, said he was a Greek, and heaped 
on him gross abuse. Epiphanius also dwells strongly upon 
u' their Jewish mode of life (circumcision, Sabbath), as well as 
their daily washings, ' and gives some information about the 
constitution and form of worship of these sects (use of baptism : 
Lord's Supper with bread and water). Finally, Epiphanius 

1 In the Gospel of these Jewish Christians Jesus is made to say (Epiph. h. 
30. 16) {A^ov KuraKSivai rh^ ^vHa^, ttm ikv fiii xa^^vii roO Hitv, oh waio'tTXt 
^* iifjJiv H ifytl. We see the essential progress of this Jewish Christianity 
within Judaism^ in the opposition in principle to the whole sacrificial service 
(vid. also Epiph., h. 19. 3). 

2 On this new Gospel see Zahn, Kanongesch. II. p. 724 ff. 

3 It is incorrect to suppose that the lustrations were meant to take the place 
of baptism, or were conceived by these Jewish Christians as repeated bap> 
tisms. Their effect was certainly equal to that of baptism. But it is nowhere 
hinted in our authorities that they were on that account made equivalent to 
the regular baptism. 
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gives particulars about their Christology. On this point there * 
were differences of opinion, and these differences prove that 
there was no Christological dogma. As among the common 
Jewish Christians, the birth of Jesus from the Virgin was a 
matter of dispute. Further, some identified Christ with Adam, 
others saw in him a heavenly being (ivaitv Sv), a spiritual 
being, who was created before all, who was higher than all 
angels and Lord of all things, but who chose for himself the 
upper world; yet this Christ from above came down to this 
lower world as often as he pleased^ He came in Adam, he 
appeared in human form to the patriarchs, and at last appeared 
on earth as a man with the body of Adam, suffered, etc. 
Others again, as it appears, would have nothing to do with 
these speculations, but stood by the belief that Jesus was the 
man chosen by God, on whom, on account of his virtue, the 
Holy Spirit — hip hrlv i Xpwriq — descended at the baptism. * 
(Epiph. h. 30. 3, 14, 16). The account which Epiphanius gives 
of the doctrine held by these Jewish Christians regarding the 
Devil, is specially instructive (h. 30. 16): ^io ii rivac awt^ru^iv 
ix teov rsrayfihougj hct fih riv Xptvriv, sva 3i rbv hifioXw 
xa) rh fiiv Xpivriv kiyovvi rod fAixXomoq aiuvog ilXii0iv»i riv 
x}iiipov, rhv H iiifioXov rovrov irtirivTivatcn riy cclSivx , ix irpo^rcc}^^^ 
iijSiv Toy iravToxpiropo^ xarcc cthtiviv ixATipav auruv. Here we 
have a very old Semitico-Hebraic idea preserved in a very 
striking way, and therefore we may probably assume that in 
other respects also, these Gnostic Ebionites preserved that 
which was ancient. Whether they did so in their criticism 
of the Old Testament, is a point on which we must not 
pronounce judgment. 

We might conclude by referring to the fact that this syn- 
cretistic Jewish Christianity, apart from a well-known mission- 

I The characteristic here, as in the Gentile Christian Gnosis, is the division 
of the person of Jesus into a more or less indifferent medium, and into the 
Christ. Here the factor constituting his personality could sometimes be placed 
in that medium, and sometimes in the Christ spirit, and thus contradictory 
formulae could not but arise. It is therefore easy to conceive how Epiphanius 
reproaches these Jewish Christians with a denial, sometimes of the Divinity, 
and sometimes of the humanity of Christ (see h. 30. 14). 
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ary effort at Rome, was confined to Palestine and the neigh- 
bouring countries, and might consider it proved that this 
movement had no effect on the history and development of 
Catholicism, * were it not for two voluminous writings which 
still continue to be regarded as monuments of the earliest 
epoch of syncretistic Jewish Christianity. Not only did Baur 
suppose that he could prove his hypothesis about the origin 
of Catholicismr by the help of these writings, but the attempt 
has recently been made on the basis of the Pseudo-Clementine 
Recognitions and Homilies^ for these are the writings in question, 
to go still further and claim for Jewish Christianity the glory 
of having developed by itself the whole doctrine, worship and 
constitution of Catholicism, and of having transmitted it to 
Gentile Christianity as a finished product which only required 
to be divested of a few Jewish husks. * It is therefore neces- 
sary to subject these writings to a brief examination. Every- 
thing depends on the time of their origin, and the tendencies 
they follow. But these are just the two questions that are 
still unanswered. Without depreciating those worthy men 
who have earnestly occupied themselves with the Pseudo-Cle- 
mentines, ' it may be asserted, that in this region everything 

1 This syncretistic Judaism had indeed a significance for the history of the 
world, not, however, in the history of Christianity, but for the origin of Islam. 
Islam, as a religious system, is based partly on syncretistic Judaism (including 
the Zabians, so enigmatic in their origin), and, without questioning Mohammed's 
originality, can only be historically understood by taking this into account. 
I have endeavoured to establish this hypothesis in a lecture printed in MS. 
form. 1877. Cf. now the conclusive proofs in Wellhausen, 1. c. Part III. p. 
197 — 212. On the Mandeans, see Brandt, Die Mandaische Religion, 1889; (also 
Wellhausen in d. deutschen Lit. Ztg., 1890. No. I. Lagarde i. d. Gott. GeL Anz., 
1890, No. xo). 

2 See Bestmann, Gesch. der Christl. Sitte Bd. II. i Part : Die judenchristliche 
Sitte, 1883; also, Theol. Lit. Ztg., 1883. Col. 269 ff. The same author, Der 
Ursprung des Katholischen Christenthums und des Islams, 1884; also Theol. 
Lit. Ztg., 1884, Col. 291 if. 

3 See Schliemann, Die Clementinen etc., 1844; Hilgenfeld, Die Clementini- 
schen Recogn. u. Homil, 1848; Ritschl, in d. AUg. Monatschrift f. Wissensch. 
u Litt., 1852. Uhlhom, Die Homil. u Recogn., 1854; Lehmann, Die Clement. 
Schriften, 1869; Lipsius, in d. Protest. K. Ztg., 1869. p. 477 ff. : QueUen der 
Romische Petrussage, 1872. Uhlhom, in Herzog's R. EncykL (Clementinen). 2 
Edit. III. p. 286, admits: ^^ There can be no doubt that the Clementine ques- 
tion still requires further discussion. It can hardly make any progress worth 
mentioning until we have collected better the material, and especially till we 
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is as yet in darkness, especially as no agreement has been 
reached even in the question of their composition. No doubt 
such a result appears to have been pretty nearly arrived at 
as far as the time of composition is concerned, but that 
estimate (150-170, or the latter half of the second century) 
not only awakens the greatest suspicion, but can be proved 
to be wrong. The importance of the question for the history 
of dogma does not permit the historian to set it aside, while, 
on the other hand, the compass of a manual does not allow 
us to enter into an exhaustive investigation. The only course 
open in such circumstances is briefly to define one's own 
position. 

I. The Recognitions and Homilies, in the form in which 
we have them, do not belong to the second century, but at 
the very earliest to the first half of the third. There is 
nothing, however, to prevent our putting them a few decades 
later. * 

have got a corrected edition with an exhaustive commentary. The theory of 
the genesis, contents and aim of the pseudo-Clementine writings, unfolded by 
Renan (Orig. T. VII. p. 74 — loi) is essentiaUy identical with that of German 
scholars. Langen (die Clemensromane, 1890), has set up very bold hypotheses, 
which are also based on the assumption that Jewish Christianity was an impor- 
tant church factor in the second century, and that the pseudo-Clementines are 
comparatively old writings. 

I There is no external evidence for placing the pseudo-Clementine writings 
in the second century. The oldest witness is Origen (IV. p. 401, Lommatzsch); 
but the quotation: ^^Quoniam opera bona, quae fiunt ab infidelibus, in hoc 
saeculo iis prosunt,** etc., is not found in our Clementines, so that Origen appears 
to have used a still older version. The internal evidence all points to the third 
century (canon, composition, theological attitude, etc.). Moreover, Zahn (Gott. Gel. 
Anz. 1876. No. 4S) and Lagarde have declared themselves in favour of this date; 
while Lipsius (Apokr. Apostelgesch. II. i) and Weingarten (Zeittafeln, 3. Edit, 
p. 23) have recently expressed the same opinion. The Homilies presuppose (i) 
Marcion*s Antitheses, (2) Apelles* Syllogisms, (3) perhaps Callistus* edict about 
penance (see III. 70), and writings of Hippolytus (see also the expression 
Mo'KOiroq 1%19-K^mv, Clem ep. ad Jacob. I. which is first found in TertuU., de 
pudic I). (4) The most highly developed form of polemic against heathen myth- 
<>l<>gy- (5) 1*1^6 complete development of church apologetics, as well as the 
conviction that Christianity is identical with correct and absolute knowledge. 
They further presuppose a time when there was a lull in the persecution of 
Christians, for the Emperor, though pretty often referred to, is never spoken of as 
a persecutor, and when the cultured heathen world was entirely disposed in favour 
of an ecclectic monotheism. Moreover, the remarkable Christological statement 
in Horn. XVI. 15, 16, points to the third century, in fact probably even pre- 
supposes the theology of Origen; Cf. the sentence: ro^ warf^q rd mv ytytifi^v^at 
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2. They were not composed in their present form by heretical 
Christians, but most probably by Catholics. Nor do they aim 
at forming a theological system, * or spreading the views of a 
sect. Their primary object is to oppose Greek polytheism, 
immoral mjrthology, and false philosophy, and thus to promote 
edification. ^ 

3. In describing the authors as Catholic, we do not mean 
that they were adherents of the theology of Irenseus or Origen. 
The instructive point here rather is, that they had as yet no 
fixed theology, and therefore could without hesitation regard 
and use all possible material as means of edification. In like 
manner, they had no fixed conception of the Apostolic age, 
and could therefore appropriate motley and dangerous mate- 
rial. Such Christians, highly educated and correctly trained 
too, were still to be found, not only in the third century, but 
even later. But the authors do not seem to have been free 
from a bias, inasmuch as they did not favour the Catholic, 
that is, the Alexandrian apologetic theology which was in 
process of formation. 

4. The description of the Pseudo-Clementine writings, natu- 
rally derived from their very form, as "edifying, didactic romances 
for the refutation of paganism", is not inconsistent with the idea, 
that the authors, at the same time, did their utmost to oppose 
heretical phenomena, especially the Marcionite church and 
Apelles, together with heresy and heathenism in general, as 
represented by Simon Magus. 

5. The objectionable materials which the authors made 
use of were edifying for them, because of the position assigned 

f 0^<v, iiteO ii rd yvyv^o^m' yfyyifrdv i\ ^swfjr^ $ xtf} eUfroytwiliT^ oh awnpivtrm. 
Finally, the decided repudiation of the awakening of Christian faith by visions 
and dreams, and the polemic against these is also no doubt of importance for 
determining the date; see XVII. 14 — 19. Peter says, §. 18: rd it^tihtrm^ thtv 
hrrarfaQ tuu h¥i(pmv fjtahlv iiroxAxv^U i^rtv^ he had already learned that at his 
confession (Matt. XVI). The question %i rt^ il hxrarten xfdQ hiewHttXiept o-o^- 
^^ifM i^¥CtTm, is answered in the negative, §. 19. 

1 This is also acknowledged in Koffmane. Die Gnosis, etc., p. 33. 

2 The Homilies, as we have them, are mainly composed of the speeches of 
Peter and others. These speeches oppose polytheism, mythology and the doctrine 
of demons, and advocate monotheism, ascetic morality and rationalism. The 
polemic against Simon Magus almost appears as a mere accessory. 
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therein to Peter, because of the ascetic and mysterious ele- 
ments they contained, and the opposition offered to Simon, etc. 
The offensive features, so far as they were still contained in 
these sources, had already become unintelligible and harmless. 
They were partly conserved as such and partly removed. 

6. The authors are to be sought for perhaps in Rome, 
perhaps in Syria, perhaps in both places, certainly not in 
Alexandria. 

7. The main ideas are: (i) The monarchy of God. (2) the 
syzygies (weak and strong). (3) Prophecy (the true Prophet). 
(4) Stoical rationalism, belief in providence, good works, $iA«y- 
tpnitletf etc. = Mosaism. The Homilies are completely satu- 
rated with stoicism, both in their ethical and metaphysical 
systems, and are opposed to Platonism, though Plato is quoted 

n Hom. XV. 8, as 'EAA^vo^y vo06^ ri^ (a wise man of the Greeks). 

*i addition to these ideas we have also a strong hierarchical 

ndency. The material which the authors made use of was 

great part derived from syncretistic Jewish Christian tradi- 

:)n, in other words, those histories of the Apostles were here 

ilised which Epiphanius reports to have been used by the 

^ionites (see above). It is not probable, however, that these 

itings in their original form were in the hands of the nar- 

:ors; the likelihood is that they made use of them in re- 

;ed forms. 

3. It must be reserved for an accurate investigation to 
— ^:ertain whether those modified versions which betray clear 



^rks of Hellenic origin, were made within syncretistic Judaism 
:lf, or whether they are to be traced back to Catholic 
iters. In either case, they should not be placed earlier than 
>ut the beginning of the third century, but in all proba- 
ity one or two generations later still. 

If we adopt the first assumption, it is most natural to 
k of that propaganda which, according to the testimony 
lippolytus and Origen, Jewish Christianity attempted in 

«\e in the age of Caracalla and Heliogabalus, through the 
(um of the Syrian, Alcibiades. This coincides with the last 
t advance of Syrian cults into the West, and is, at the 
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same time, the only one known to us historically. But it is 
further pretty generally admitted that the immediate sources 
of the Pseudo-Clementines already presuppose the existence of 
Elkesaite Christianity. We should accordingly have to assume 
that in the West, this Christianity made greater concessions 
to the prevailing type, that it gave up circumcision and ac- 
commodated itself to the Church system of Gentile Christi- 
anity, at the same time withdrawing its polemic against Paul, 
lo. Meanwhile the existence of such a Jewish Christianity 
is not as yet proved, and therefore we must reckon with the 
possibility that the remodelled form of the Jewish Christian 
7 sources, already found in existence by the revisers of the 
Pseudo-Clementine Romances, was solely a Catholic literary 
product. In this assumption, which commends itself both as 
regards the aim of the composition and its presupposed con- 
ditions, we must remember that, from the third century 
onwards. Catholic writers systematically corrected, and to a 
great extent reconstructed, the heretical histories which were 
in circulation in the churches as interesting reading, and that 
the extent and degree of this reconstruction varied exceed- 
ingly, according to the theological and historical insight of 
the writer. The identifying of pure Mosaism with Christianity 
was in itself by no means offensive when there was no further 
question of circumcision. The clear distinction between the 
ceremonial and moral parts of the Old Testament, could no 
longer prove an offence after the great struggle with Gnosti- 
cism. 1 The strong insistance upon the unity of God, and the 
rejection of the doctrine of the Logos, were by no means 
uncommon in the beginning of the third century, and in the 

I This distinction can also be shewn elsewhere in the Church of the third 
century. But I confess I do not know how Catholic circles got over the fact, 
that, for example, in the third book of the Homilies many passages of the Old 
Testament are simply characterised as untrue, immoral and lying. Here the 
Homilies remind one strongly of the Syllogisms of Apelles, the author of 
which, in other respects, opposed them in the interest of his doctrine of crea- 
ting angels. In some passages the Christianity of the Homilies reaUy looks 
like a syncretism, composed of the common Christianity, the Jewish Christian 
Gnosticism, and the criticism of Apelles. Horn. VHI. 6 — 8 is also highly 
objectionable. 
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speculations about Adam and Christ, in the views about God 
and the world and such like, as set before us in the imme- 
diate sources of the Romances, the correct and edifying ele- 
ments must have seemed to outweigh the objectionable. At 
any rate, the historian who, until further advised, denies the 
existence of a Jewish Christianity composed of the most con- 
tradictory elements, lacking circumcision and national hopes, 
and bearing marks of Catholic and therefore of Hellenic 
influence, judges more prudently than he who asserts, solely 
on the basis of Romances which are accompanied by no 
tradition and have never been the objects of assault, the 
existence of a Jewish Christianity accommodating itself to 
Catholicism, which is entirely unattested. 

11. Be that as it may, it may at least be regarded as 
certain that the Pseudo-Clementines contribute absolutely 
nothing to our knowledge of the origin of the Catholic Church 
and doctrine, as they shew at best in their immediate sources 
a Jewish Christianity strongly influenced by Catholicism and 
Hellenism. 

12. They must be used with great caution even in seeking 
to determine the tendencies and inner history of syncretistic 
Jewish Christianity. It cannot be made out with certainty, 
how far back the first sources of the Pseudo-Clementines date, 
or what their original form and tendency were. As to the 
first point, it has indeed been said that Justin, nay, even the 
author of the Acts of the Apostles, presupposes them, and 
that the Catholic tradition of Peter, in Rome, and of Simon 
Magus, are dependent on them (as is still held by Lipsius); 
but there is so little proof of this adduced, that in Christian 
literature up to the end of the second century (Hegesippus ?) 
we can only discover very uncertain traces of acquaintance 
with Jewish Christian historical narrative. Such indications 
can only be found, to any considerable extent, in the third 
century, and I do not mean to deny that the contents of 
the Jewish Christian histories of the Apostles contributed 
materially to the formation of the ecclesiastical legends 
about Peter. As is shewn in the Pseudo-Clementines, these 
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histories of the Apostles especially opposed Simon Magus and 
his adherents (the new Samaritan attempt at a universal reli- 
gion), and placed the authority of the Apostle Peter against 
them. But they also opposed the Apostle Paul, and seem to 
have transferred Simonian features to Paul, and Pauline fea- 
tures to Simon. Yet it is also possible that the Pauline traits 
found in the magician were the outcome of the redaction, in 
so far as the whole polemic against Paul is here struck out, 
though certain parts of it have been woven into the polemic 
against Simon. But probably the Pauline features of the 
magician are merely an appearance. The Pseudo-Clementines 
may, to some extent, be used, though with caution, in deter- 
mining the doctrines of syncretistic Jewish Christianity. In 
connection with this we must take what Epiphanius says as 
our standard. The Pantheistic and Stoic elements which are 
found here and there must of course be eliminated. But the 
theory of the genesis of the world from a change in God 
himself (that is from a TrpofioXii), the assumption that all things 
emanated from God in antitheses (Son of God — Devil; heaven — 
earth; male — female; male and female prophecy), nay, that 
these antitheses are found in God himself (goodness, to which 
corresponds the Son of God — punitive justice, to which cor- 
responds the Devil), the speculations about the elements which 
have proceeded from the one substance, the ignoring of free- 
dom in the question about the origin of evil, the strict ad- 
herence to the unity and absolute causality of God, in spite 
of the dualism, and in spite of the lofty predicates applied to 
the Son of God — all this plainly bears the Semitic-Jewish stamp. 
We must here content ourselves with these indications. 
They were meant to set forth briefly the reasons which forbid 
our assigning to syncretistic Jewish Christianity, on the basis 
of the Pseudo-Clementines, a place in the history of the gen- 
esis of the Catholic Church and its doctrine. 

Bigg, The Clementine Homilies (Studia Biblica et Eccles. II 
p. 157 fl*.), has propounded the hypothesis that the Homilies are 
an Ebionitic revision of an older Catholic original (see p. 184: 
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"The Homilies as we have it, is a recast of an orthodox 
work by a highly unorthodox editor." P. 175: "The Homilies 
are surely the work of a Catholic convert to Ebionitism, who 
thought he saw in the doctrine of the two powers the only 
tenable answer to Gnosticism. We can separate his Catholi- 
cism from his Ebionitism, just as surely as his Stoicism"). 
This is the opposite of the view expressed by me in the text. 
I consider Bigg's hypothesis well worth examining and at 
first sight not improbable; but I am not able to enter into 
it here. 



APPENDIX I. 

On the Conception of Pre-existence. 

On account of the importance of the question we may be 
here permitted to amplify a few hints given in Chap. II, § 4, 
and elsewhere, and to (draw a clearer distinction between the 
/ Jewish and Hellenic conceptions of pre-existence.^ 

According to the theory held by the ancient Jews and by 
the whole of the Semitic nations, everything of real value 
that from time to time appears on earth has its existence in 
heaven. In other words it exists with God, that is, God pos- 
sesses a knowledge of it; and for that reason it has a real 
being. But it exists beforehand with God in the same way 
as it appears on earth, that is with all the material attributes 
belonging to its essence. Its manifestation on earth is merely 
a transition from concealment to publicity (cpavipoivtMy In 
becoming visible to the senses, the object in question assumes 
no attribute that it did not already possess with God. Hence 
its material nature is by no means an inadequate expression 
of it, nor is it a second nature added to the first. The truth 
rather is, that what was in heaven before is now revealing 
itself upon earth, without any sort of alteration taking place 
in the process. There is no assumptio natures novce^ and no 
change or mixture. The old Jewish theory of pre-existence 
is founded on the religious idea of the omniscience and omni- 
potence of God, that Grod to whom the events of history do 
not come as a surprise, but who guides their course. As the 
whole history of the world and the destiny of each individual 
are recorded on his tablets or books, so also each thing is 
ever present before him. The decisive contrast is between 
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God and the creature. In designating the latter as '' foreknown " 
by God, the primary idea is not to ennoble the creature but 
rather to bring to light the wisdom and power of God. The 
ennobling of created things by attributing to them a pre- 
existence is a secondary result (see below). 

According to the Hellenic conception, which has become 
associated with Flatonism, the idea of pre-existence is indepen- 
dent of the idea of God ; it is based on the conception of the 
contrast between spirit and matter, between the infinite and 
finite, found in the cosmos itself. In the case of all spiritual 
beings, life in the body or flesh is at bottom an inadequate 
and unsuitable condition, for the spirit is eternal, the flesh 
perishable. But the pre-temporal existence, which was only a 
doubtful assumption as regards ordinary spirits, was a matter 
of certainty in the case of the higher and purer ones. They 
lived in an upper world long before this earth was created, 
and they lived there as spirits without the "polluted garment 
of the flesh ". Now if they resolved for some reason or other 
to appear in this finite world, they cannot simply become 
visible, for they have no "visible form". They must rather 
"assume flesh", whether they throw it about them as a cover- 
ing, or really make it their own by a process of transforma- 
tion or mixture. In all cases — and here the speculation gave 
rise to the most exciting problems — the body is to them 
something inadequate which they cannot appropriate without 
adopting certain measures of precaution, but this process may 
indeed pass through all stages, from a mere seeming appro- 
priation to complete union. The characteristics of the Greek 
ideas of pre-existence may consequently be thus expressed. 
First, the objects in question to which pre-existence is ascribed 
are meant to be ennobled by this attribute. Secondly, these 
ideas have no relation to God. Thirdly, the material appear- 
ance is regarded as something inadequate. Fourthly, specu- 
lations about phantasmay assumptio natura humana^ trans- 
mutatiOy mixtura, dum natura^ etc., were necessarily associated 
with these notions. 

We see that these two conceptions are as wide apart as the 
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poles. The first has a religious origin, the second a cosmo- 
logical and psychological; the first glorifies God, the second 
the created spirit. 

However, not only does a certain relationship in point of 
form exist between these speculations, but the Jewish concep- 
tion is also found in a shape which seems to approximate still 
more to the Greek one. 

Earthly occurrences and objects are not only regarded as 
"foreknown" by God before being seen in this world, but 
the latter manifestation is frequently considered as the copy 
of the existence and nature which they possess in heaven, and 
which remains unalterably the same, whether they appear upon 
earth or not. That which is before God experiences no change. 
As the destinies of the world are recorded in the books, and God 
reads them there, it being at the same time a matter of indif- 
ference, as regards this knowledge of his, when and how they 
are accomplished upon earth, so the Tabernacle and its fur- 
niture, the Temple, Jerusalem, etc., are before God, and continue 
to exist before him in heaven, even during their appearance 
on earth and after it. 

This conception seems really to have been the oldest one. 
Moses is to fashion the Temple and its furniture according to 
the pattern he saw on the Mount (Exod. XXV. 9. 40: XXVI. 
30: XXVII. 8: Num. VIII. 4). The Temple and Jerusalem 
exist in heaven, and they are to be distinguished from the 
earthly Temple and the earthly Jerusalem; yet the ideas of 
a ^avepoufftxi of the thing which is in heaven and of its copy 
appearing on earth, shade into one another and are not always 
clearly separated. 

The classing of things as original and copy was at first no more 
meant to glorify them than was the conception of a pre- 
existence they possessed within the knowledge of God. But 
since the view which in theory was true of everything earthly, 
was, as is naturally to be expected, applied in practice to 
nothing but valuable objects — for things common and ever 
recurring give no impulse to such speculations — the objects 
thus contemplated were ennobled, because they were raised 
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above the multitude of the commonplace. At the same time 
the theory of original and copy could not fail to become a 
starting-point for new speculations, as soon as the contrast 
between the spiritual and material began to assume impor- 
tance among the Jewish people. 

That took place under the influence of the Greek spirit; 
and was perhaps also the simultaneous result of an intellec- 
tual or moral development which arose independently of that 
spirit. Accordingly, a highly important advance in the old 
ideas of pre-existence appeared in the Jewish theological lit- 
erature belonging to the time of the Maccabees and the fol- 
lowing decades. To begin with, these conceptions are now 
applied to persons, which, so far as I know, was not the case 
before this (individualism). Secondly, the old distinction of ori- 
ginal and copy is now interpreted to mean that the copy is 
the inferior and more imperfect, that in the present seon of 
the transient it cannot be equivalent to the original, and that 
we must therefore look forward to the time when the original 
itself will make its appearance, (contrast of the material and 
finite and the spiritual). 

With regard to the first point, we have not only to consider 
passages in Apocalypses and other writings in which pre- 
existence is attributed to Moses, the patriarchs, etc., (see above, 
p. 102) but we must, above all, bear in mind utterances like 
Ps. CXXXIX. 15, 16. The individual saint soars upward to 
the thought that the days of his life are in the book of God, 
and that he himself was before God, whilst he was still un- 
perfect. But, and this must not be overlooked, it was not 
merely his spiritual part that was before God, for there is 
not the remotest idea of such a distinction, but the whole man, 
although he is ^WS- 

As regards the second point, the distinction between a 
heavenly and an earthly Jerusalem, a heavenly and an earthly 
Temple, etc., is sufficiently known from the Apocalypses and 
the New Testament. But the important consideration is that 
the sacred things of earth were regarded as objects of less 
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value, instalments as it were, pending the fulfilment of the 
whole promise. The desecration and subsequent destruction 
of sacred things must have greatly strengthened this idea. 
The hope of the heavenly Jerusalem comforted men for the 
desecration or loss of the earthly one. But this gave at the 
same time the most powerful impulse to reflect whether it 
was not an essential feature of this temporal state, that every- 
thing high and holy in it could only appear in a meagre and 
inadequate form. Thus the transition to Greek ideas was 
brought about. The fulness of the time had come when the 
old Jewish ideas, with a slightly mythological colouring, could 
amalgamate with the ideal creations of Hellenic philosophers. 

These, however, are also the general conditions which gave 
rise to the earliest Jewish speculations about a personal Mes- 
siah, except that, in the case of the Messianic ideas within 
Judaism itself, the adoption of specifically Greek thoughts, so 
far as I am able to see, cannot be made out. 

Most Jews, as Trypho testifies in Justin's Dialogue, 49, con- 
ceived the Messiah as a man. We may indeed go a step 
further and say that no Jew at bottom imagined him other- 
wise; for even those who attached ideas of pre-existence to 
him, and gave the Messiah a supernatural background, never 
advanced to speculations about assumption of the flesh, incar- 
nation, two natures and the like. They only transferred in a 
specific manner to the Messiah the old idea of pre-terrestrial 
existence with God, universally current among the Jews. Before 
the creation of the world the Messiah was hidden with God, 
and, when the time is fulfilled, he makes his appearance. This 
is neither an incarnation nor a humiliation, but he appears on 
earth as he exists before God, viz., as a mighty and just king, 
equipped with all gifts. The writings in which this thought 
appears most clearly are the Apocalypse of Enoch (Book of 
Similitudes, Chap. 46-49) and the Apocalypse of Esra (Chap. 
12-14). Support to this idea, if anything more of the kind 
had been required, was lent by passages like Daniel VII. I3f. 
and Micah V. i. Nowhere do we find in Jewish writings a 
conception which advances beyond the notion that the Messiah 
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is the man who is with God in heaven; and who will make 
his appearance at his own time. We are merely entitled to 
say thaty as the same idea was not applied to all persons with 
the same certainty, it was almost unavoidable that men's minds 
should have been led to designate the Messiah as the man 
from heaven. This thought was adopted by Paul (see below), 
but I know of no Jewish writing which gave clear expres- 
sion to it. 

Jesus Christ designated himself as the Messiah, and the first 
of his disciples who recognised him as such were native Jews. 
The Jewish conceptions of the Messiah consequently passed 
over into the Christian community. But they received an 
impulse to important modifications from the living impression 
conveyed by the person and destiny of Jesus. Three facts' 
were here of pre-eminent importance. First, Jesus appeared 
in lowliness, and even suffered death. Secondly, he was believed 
to be exalted through the resurrection to the right hand of 
God, and his return in glory was awaited with certainty. 
Thirdly, the strength of a new life and of an indissoluble union 
with God was felt issuing from him, and therefore his people 
were connected with him in the closest way. 

In some old Christian writings found in the New Testament 
and emanating from the pen of native Jews, there are no spec- 
ulations at all about the pre-temporal existence of Jesus as 
the Messiah, or they are found expressed in a manner which 
simply embodies the old Jewish theory and is merely distin- 
guished from it by the emphasis laid on the exaltation of Jesus 
after death through the resurrection. I. Pet i. 18 fT. is a classic 
passage: ikurp&ifirs rtfiltp aifictn i)^ dfivou ifiifMu xa) ivxl^^ow 
XptffTOVf irpotyvavfAiuov fiiv Tph KxratfioXij^ xi^iAOV^ cprnwipuiirrog 22 
iT^hxitou r&p xpivodv iC ufiiq roxiq iC avrov ^ivrovg tU tiiv riv 
fyelpavret airbv ix vtxpSv xa) H^xv etir^ iSrra^ &9rt r^v ttIvtiv 
ifA&v xct) i^irlict ehai tU My* Here we find a conception of 
the pre-existence of Christ which is not yet affected by cos- 
mological or psychological speculation, which does not overstep 
the boundaries of a purely religious contemplation, and which 
arose from the Old Testament way of thinking, and the living 
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impression derived from the person of Jesus. He is "fore- 
known (by God) before the creation of the world ", not as a 
spiritual being without a body, but as a Lamb without blemish 
and without spot; in other words, his whole personality toge- 
ther with the work which it was to carry out, was within God's 
eternal knowledge. He "was manifested in these last days for 
our sake", that is, he is now visibly what he already was 
before God. What is meant here is not an incarnation, but 
a revelatio. Finally, he appeared in order that our faith and 
hope should now be firmly directed to the living God, that 
God who raised him from the dead and gave him honour. 
In the last clause expression is given to the specifically Christian 
thought, that the Messiah Jesus was exalted after crucifixion 
and death ; from this, however, no further conclusions are drawn. 
But it was impossible that men should everywhere rest 
satisfied with these utterances, for the age was a theological 
one. Hence the paradox of the suffering Messiah, the certainty 
of his glorification through the resurrection, the conviction of 
his specific relationship to God, and the belief in the real 
union of his Church with him did not seem adequately expressed 
by the simple formulae irpoiyyo»a^fiivo^, 0xvtpoitiU. In reference 
to all these points, we see even in the oldest Christian writings, 
the appearance of formulae which fix more precisely the nature 
of his pre-existence, or in other words his heavenly existence. 
With regard to the first and second points there arose the view 
of humiliation and exaltation, such as we find in Paul and in 
numerous writings after him. In connection with the third 
point the concept "Son of God" was thrust into the fore- 
ground, and gave rise to the idea of the image of God (2. 
Cor. IV. 4; Col. I. 15; Heb. I. 2; Phil. II. 6). The fourth 
point gave occasion to the formation of theses, such as we 
find in Rom. VIII. 29: Tpo^riroKoq iv ro^XoYf iisK^U, Col. i. 
18: irpnriroKoq ix t&v nxpav (Rev. I. 5), Eph. 11. 6: trwiiyiipiv 
»«} a'WiitiSi<rty h rolq iTovpxvlotq fifiiq h Xp/0T^ 'l^voti, I. 4: 
i tihq i^eKi^xTO fifAxg h Xpiarf wpi KccrafioK^g x6fffiou, u 22: i 
iiig Uc9Kiv rhy Xpiqriv KS0x},iiv virip irivva r{j ixnXiivlqL ijTig hrtv 
t2 aufiM airovj etc. This purely religious view of the Church, 
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according to which all that is predicated of Christ is also applied 
to his followers, continued a considerable time. Hermas declares 
that the Church is older than the world, and that the world 
was created for its sake (see above, p. 103) and the author 
of the so-called 2nd. Epistle of Clement declares (Chap. 14) 

hofieiet ix rviq ixxkiivlaq rijq irpumif riii iryevfAaTiKfjgj r9f 

irph ixlov na) Vihi^ying ixTiVfiiiniq oiK olofixi H ifAoq iyvoilv^ 

Sn ixxXiivlci trivet vcofia hn Xpivroii. Kiyu yxp 1} ypct0ii. *Eiroliiffi¥ 
i ttii riy MpuTTOv ipviv xat iii>,u, ri ipvtv hrtv i Xpivriq ri 
ifjXu i IxxXfifflx. Thus Christ and his Church are inseparably 
connected. The latter is to be conceived as pre-existent quite 
as much as the former; the Church was also created before 
the sun and the moon, for the world was created for its sake. 
This conception of the Church illustrates a final group of 
utterances about the pre-existent Christ, the origin of which 
might easily be misinterpreted unless we bear in mind their 
reference to the Church. In so far as he is irpotyyavfihog irpi 
xxTdfioXfJi xia^fioVf he is the ipxh ^9^ xrhiaq rod itov (Rev. III. 
14), the vpariroxeg xivKi^ xrlvtm^ etc. According to the cur- 
rent conception of the time, these expressions mean exactly 
the same as the simple vpoiyvuvfAho^ irpi xxrxfioXiii xivfioy, as 
is proved by the parallel formulae referring to the Church. 
Nay, even the further advance to the idea that the world was 
created by him (Cor. Col. Eph. Heb.) need not yet necessarily 
be a (lirifiaviq iiq ixxo yho^; for the beginning of things 
(ipx^) c^nd their purpose form the real force to which their 
origin is due (principle ipx^h Hermas indeed calls the Church 
older than the world simply because "the world was created 
for its sake". 

All these further theories which we have quoted up to this 
time need in no sense alter the original conception, so long 
as they appear in an isolated form and do not form the basis 
of fresh speculations. They may be regarded as the working out 
of the original conception attaching to Jesus Christ, rpotyfOB^' 
fihog Tpi xxTci^o^9^ xivfiov, <p»ytpuiilg x, r. A. ; and do not really 
modify this religious view of the matter. Above all, we find 
in them as yet no certain transition to the Greek view which 
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splits up his personality into a heavenly and an earthly por- 
tion; it still continues to be the complete Christ to whom all 
the utterances apply. But, beyond doubt, they already reveal 
the strong impulse to conceive the Christ that had appeared as a 
divine being. He had not been a transitory phenomenon, but has 
ascended into heaven and still continues to live. This post-exis- 
tence of his gave to the ideas of his pre-existence a support and 
a concrete complexion which the earlier Jewish theories lacked. 
We find the transition to a new conception in the writings 
of Paul. But it is important to begin by determining the re- 
lationship between his Christology and the views we have been 
hitherto considering. In the Apostle's clearest trains of thought, 
everything that he has to say of Christ hinges on his 
death and resurrection. For this we need no proofs, but see, 
more especially Rom. I. 3 f. : Tip) rod utcv «uroS, tov ytvofiivov 
in viripfJMTO^ ^otuiii K»r» vipxa, rov hpifftivroQ iiou tiov h ivyifjuti 
KCtrx TViVfict iyiwiyni^ in ivx^rivimq ytkp&Vy *Iiy0'o5 Xpivrou roti 
Kvplou ^fiav. What Christ became and his significance for us 
now are due to his death on the cross and his resurrection. 
He condemned sin in the flesh and was obedient unto death. 
Therefore he now shares in the ii^a of God. The exposition 
in I. Cor. XV. 45, also (i Jo-^^dsro^ 'A3«^ iU Tvetjfict l^voTOtovvj 
4aa* oi TpoTOv ri irviUfACtTtxhy iAA^ ri f^v^ixJv, twfirct ri irv$^ 
fiariKiv. i Tparog ivipoiicog ix y^^ ;i^oiW« h iiinpof Mpuxo^ i^ 
oipavov) is still capable of being understood, as to its funda- 
mental features, in a sense which agrees with the conception 
of the Messiah, as k»t* i^oxiiVf the man from heaven who was 
hidden with God. There can be no doubt, however, that this 
conception as already shewn by the formulae in the passage 
just quoted, formed to Paul the starting-point of a speculation, 
in which the original theory assumed a completely new shape. 
The decisive factors in this transformation were the Apostle's 
doctrine of "spirit and flesh", and the corresponding convic- 
tion that the Christ who is not to be known "after the flesh", 
is a spirit, namely, the mighty spiritual being (T¥evfA» ([ivpsroioDv), 
who has condemned sin in the flesh, and thereby enabled 
man to walk not after the flesh, but after the spirit. 
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According to one of the Apostle's ways of regarding the 
matter, Christ, after the accomplishment of his work, became 
the wptufi» Z^oiroiotiv through the resurrection. But the belief 
that Jesus always stood before God as the heavenly man, 
suggested to Paul the other view, that Christ was always a 
"spirit", that he was sent down by Grod, that the flesh is 
consequently something inadequate and indeed hostile to him, 
that he nevertheless assumed it in order to extirpate the sin 
dwelling in the flesh, that he therefore humbled himself by 
appearing, and that this humiliation was the deed he per- 
formed. 

This view is found in 2. Cor. VIII. 9. ^Iti^oti^ Xpivri^ il 
viAOQ ixrix^^^*^ xkouvMq &v\ in Rom. VIII. 3, i Mg rbv iavrov 
vtiv xifi^f/ag iv ifMiifi»Ti aapxig ifMLprlaq Koi Trip) ificiprlag xari- 
xpiifi r^v ifACtprlxv h rij vapxl; and in Phil. II. 5f. : Xpi^rig 
^Invoug iv fiopCpfH ttou iwipxoiv .... iavriv ixivuvtv iJtip^v iouAov 
^affav, h ifJtOiifictTi Mpiirav ytvifiivog, xct) vxitAOtn iiptttU if 
Mpuirog lTait€i¥U9i¥ iaurhv x. r. A, In both forms of thought Paul 
presupposes a real exaltation of Christ. Christ receives after 
the resurrection more than he ever possessed (rd hof^a rh iirip 
tZv hofia). In this view Paul retains a historical interpreta- 
tion of Christ, even in the conception of the wviviia Xpi^rig. 
But whilst many passages seem to imply that the work of 
Christ began with suflering and death, Paul shews in the verses 
cited, that he already conceives the appearance of Christ on 
earth as his moral act, as a humiliation, purposely brought 
about by God and Christ himself, which reaches its culmina- 
ting point in the death on the cross. Christ, the divine spi- 
ritual being, is sent by the Father from heaven to earth, and 
of his own free will he obediently takes this mission upon 
himself. He appears in th^ ifiolcofAa vctpxig ifimprUg^ dies the 
death of the cross, and then, raised by the Father, ascends 
again into heaven in order henceforth to act as the xipm 
^urrnv and vtxpSh, and to become to his own people the prin- 
ciple of a new life in the spirit. 

Whatever we may think about the admissibility and justifi- 
cation of this view, to whatever source we may trace its origin, 
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and however strongly we may emphasise its divergencies from 
the contemporaneous Hellenic ideas, it is certain that it ap- 
proaches very closely to the latter; for the distinction of 
spirit and flesh is here introduced into the concept of pre- 
existence, and this combination is not found in the Jewish 
notions of the Messiah. 

Paul was the first who limited the idea of pre-existence by 
referring it solely to the spiritual part of Jesus Christ, but at 
the same time gave life to it by making the pre-existing Christ 
(the spirit) a being who, even during his pre-existence, stands 
independently side by side with God. 

He was also the first to designate Christ's vip^ as " assumpta *', 
and to recognise its assumption as in itself a humiliation. To 
him the appearance of Christ was no mere ^ctvipovtrixt, but a 
Ksifov^ixif TAiTitvov^tctif and Tra);i^ffii«/v* 

These outstanding features of the Pauline Christology must 
have been intelligible to the Greeks, but, whilst embracing 
these, they put everything else in the system aside. Xpirrh^ 
i wipm i 9&vetq iifAig, &¥ fiiv to Tpeirev xvtvf^x, fyivero crip^ ka) 
otirn^ ^fiZq ixi^iViVf says 2. Clem. (9. 5) and that is also the 
Christology of i. Clement, Barnabas and many other Greeks. 
From the sum total of Judaeo-Christian speculations, they only 
borrowed, in addition, the one which has been already men- 
tioned: the Messiah as irpoeyvoivfiho^ irpi Karet^oXtiq xigfiov is 
for that very reason also ^ ipx*l Tijg xrltnoi^ roij hoti, that is 
the beginning, purpose and principle of the creation. The 
Greeks, as the result of their cosmological interest, embraced 
this thought as a fundamental proposition. The complete 
Greek Christology then is expressed as follows: Xptvri^, i 
adca^ ifi&ij &v (ih ri vpurov vvivfia xa) ^ia^g xrlireug »P%ilf 
iyhfiro vip^ xcti oZroiq iptZg ixixif^ev. That is the fundamental 
theological and philosophical creed on which the whole Trini- 
tarian and Christological speculations of the Church of the suc- 
ceeding centuries are built ^ and it is thus the root of the orthodox 
system of dogmatics; for the notion that Christ was the ipxii 
Tpivijq xrhioiq necessarily led in some measure to the concep- 
tion of Christ as the Logos. For the Logos had long been 
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regarded by cultured men as the beginning and principle of 
the creation. * 

I These hints will have shewn that Paul's theory occupies a middle position 
between the Jewish and Greek ideas of pre-existence. In the canon, however, 
we have another group of writings which likewise gives evidence of a middle 
position with regard to the matter, I mean the Johannine writings. If we only 
possessed the prologue to the Gospel of John with its " Iv ipxi h ^ ^6yo^ " the 
" x&vra h' avroU iyivtro " and the '^ 6 x6yo^ vdp^ iyivgro " we could indeed point 
to nothing but Hellenic ideas. But the Gospel itself, as is well known, contains 
very much that must have astonished a Greek, and is opposed to the philoso- 
phical idea of the Logos. This occurs even in the thought, d A^oc o-Ap^ tyivgro, 
which in itself is foreign to the Logos conception. Just fancy a proposition like 
the one in VI. 44, olhi^ i^vcerat (Adf7y xp^Q fit* ikv /lAJf S ircnifp 6 xifi^fOQ fn 
ikK^vni aMv, or in V. 17. 21, engrafted an Philo*s system, and consider the 
revolution it would have caused there. No doubt the prologue to some extent 
contains the themes set forth in the presentation that follows, but they are 
worded in such a way that one cannot help thinking the author wished to pre- 
pare Greek readers for the paradox he had to communicate to them, by adapting 
his prologue to their mode of thought. Under the altered conditions of thought 
which now prevail, the prologue appears to us the mysterious part, and the 
narrative that follows seems the portion that is relatively more inteUig^ible. But 
to the original readers, if they were educated Greeks, the prologue must have 
been the part most easily understood. As nowadays a section on the nature of 
the Christian religion is usually prefixed to a treatise on dogmatics, in order to . 
prepare and introduce the reader, so also the Johannine prologue seems to be 
intended as an introduction of this kind. It brings in conceptions which were 
familiar to the Greeks, in fact it enters into these more deeply than is justified 
by the presentation which follows; for the notion of the incarnate Logos is by 
no means the dominant one here. Though faint echoes of this idea may pos- 
sibly be met with here and there in the Gospel-^ I confess I do not notice them— 
the predominating thought is essentially the conception of Christ as the Son of 
God, who obediently executes what the Father has shewn and appointed him. 
The works which he does are allotted to him and he performs them in the 
strength of the Father. The whole of Christ's farewell discourses and the inter- 
cessory prayer evince no Hellenic influence and no cosmological speculation what- 
ever, but shew the inner life of a man who knows himself to be one with God, 
to a greater extent than any before him, and who feels the leading of men to 
God to be the task he has received and accomplished. In this consciousness 
he speaks of the glory he had with the Father before the world was OCVII. 4 f. : 
iyti vt H6^eio'a M rl^c 7^C> i^^ ^pyov rgXgtAva^ S iiiuxdQ /lOt Vva xotifO'af xai v5v 
iifato'dv fig o^, irdrgp, irapik vgavr^ r$ i6^xi f *^X^ ^P^ "^^^ '"'^^ K^vfiov giveu, irapk 
vol). With this we must compare verses like HI. 13: olhiQ iva^^Kgy gU rdv 
obpav^v g} fiii 6 ix roV wpavoC tutrafiA^^ 6 iJidc roO Mp^ov, and III. 31 : ^ HvttBgv 
ipX^fu^o^ f9r^v« T^vran ivrh. 6 tfv ix rijq yif^ Ik rffc T^C >^r/y not Ik T^^ ytJQ 
AffAff?. 4 Ik toG ovpmoG epx^H^^^Q <T^y« ifAvtuv gvrh (see also I. 30: VI. 33, 
38, 41 f. 50 f. 58, 62: Vin. 14, 58; XVIL 24). But though the pre-existence 
is strongly expressed in these passages, a separation of xvgGfia (Adyo^) and ff'i^l 
in Christ is nowhere assumed in the Gospel except in the prologue. It is always 
Christ's whole personality to which every sublime attribute is ascribed. The 
same one who ^^can do nothing of himself", is also the one who was once 
glorious and will yet be glorified. This idea, however, can still be referred to 
the wpegyvt^vfjjvoq xpd xarafioMi^ K6vyL9v^ although it gives a peculiar i6\» with 
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With this transition the theories concerning Christ are re- 
moved from Jewish and Old Testament soil, and also that of 
religion (in the strict sense of the word), and transplanted to 
the Greek one. Even in his pre-existent state Christ is an 
independent power, existing side by side with God. The pre- 
existence does not refer to his whole appearance, but only to 
a part of his essence, it does not primarily serve to glorify 
the wisdom and power of the God who guides history, but 
only glorifies Christ, and thereby threatens the monarchy of 
God. 1 The appearance of Christ is now an '' assumption of 
flesh", and immediately the intricate questions about the con- 
nection of the heavenly and spiritual being with the flesh 
simultaneously arise and are at first settled by the theories of 
a naive docetism. But the flesh, that is the human nature 
created by God, appears depreciated because it was reckoned 
as something unsuitable for Christ, and foreign to him as a 
spiritual being. Thus the Christian religion was mixed up 
with the refined asceticism of a perishing civilization, and a 
foreign substructure given to its system of morality, so earnest 
in its simplicity. * But the most questionable result was the 
following. Since the predicate "Logos" which at first, and 
for a long time, coincided with the idea of the reason ruling 
in the cosmos, was considered as the highest that could be 
given to Christ, the holy and divine element, namely, the 
power of a new life, a power to be viewed and laid hold of 

God to him who was foreknown of God, and the oldest conception is yet to be 
traced in many expressions as, for example, I. 31 : n^ii ovk iflfiv aur^v, ^AA* 
Yva ^Mfgpm^ffi r^ 'la-foiiA, hk toVto ^Atfov, V. ig: ob i^varat 6 HidQ troifTv ^* tehfreO 
ohBh ^ fiif rt fixiv^ rdv wcerifa irotoCvrcut V. 36 : VIII. 38 : U iyii %mpmMa irctpk 
r^ iroTfit AffAfi, VIII. 40: ri^y <lA^0fiav vfi7v AiAiAifiM ffv i{ic0va>« xapk r«0 $te(f, 
XII. 49 : XV. 1 5 : T^VTA B ^tcovva wafk roV xcrrfdQ fiov *iyvmpio'a Ctit¥, 

1 This is indeed counterbalanced in the fourth Gospel by the thought of the 
complete community of love between the Father and the Son, and the pre-existence 
and descent of the latter here also tend to the glory of God. In the sentence 
^^God so loved the world" etc., that which Paul describes in Phil. II. becomes 
at the same time an act of God, in fact the act of God. The sentence ^^God 
is love" sums up again all individual speculations, and raises them into a new 
and most exalted sphere. 

2 If it had been possible for speculation to maintain the level of the Fourth 
Gospel, nothing of that would have happened; but where were there theologians 
capable of this? 
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in Christ, was transformed into a cosmic force and thereby 
secularised. 

In the present work I have endeavoured to explain fully 
how the doctrine of the Church developed from these premises 
into the doctrine of the Trinity and of the two natures. I 
have also shewn that the imperfect beginnings of Church doc- 
trine, especially as they appear in the Logos theory derived 
from cosmology, were subjected to wholesome corrections — 
by the Monarchians, by Athanasius, and by the influence of 
biblical passages which pointed in another direction. Finally, 
the Logos doctrine received a form in which the idea was 
deprived of nearly all cosmical content. Nor could the Hel- 
lenic contrast of "spirit" and "flesh "become completely devel- 
oped in Christianity, because the belief in the bodily resur- 
rection of Christ, and in the admission of the flesh into heaven^ 
opposed to the principle of dualism a barrier which Paul as 
yet neither knew nor felt to be necessary. The conviction as to 
the resurrection of the flesh proved the hard rock which shat- 
tered the energetic attempts to give a completely Hellenic 
complexion to the Christian religion. 

The history of the development of the ideas of pre-existence 
is at the same time the criticism of them, so that we need 
not have recourse to our present theory of knowledge which 
no longer allows such speculations. The problem of determin- 
ing the significance of Christ through a speculation concern- 
ing his natures, and of associating with these the concrete 
features of the historical Christ, was originated by Hellenism. 
But even the New Testament writers, who appear in this respect 
to be influenced in some' way by Hellenism, did not really 
speculate concerning the diflerent natures, but, taking Christ's 
spiritual nature for granted, determined his religious significance 
by his moral qualities — Paul by the moral act of humiliation 
and obedience unto death, John by the complete dependence 
of Christ upon God and hence also by his obedience, as well 
as the unity of the love of Father and Son. There is only 
one idea of pre-existence which no empiric contemplation of 
history and no reason can uproot. This is identical with the 
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most ancient idea found in the Old Testament, as well as that 
prevalent among the early Christians, and consists in the reli- 
gious thought that God the Lord directs history. In its appli- 
cation to Jesus Christ, it is contained in the words we read 
in I. Pet. I. 20 : Trpoiyyufffiivo^ fih irph Karafiokfif xSafiov^ ^ave- 
puiiU ii it* ifiZ^ Tobi h* ainoZ irwrohq iU 6iiv riv fyelpetvra 
aMv ix vixpSsv xa) )^$«y etini iirrctf S^n riiv wlmv ufiliv xoi 



APPENDIX II. 

Liturgy and the Origin of Dogma, 

The reader has perhaps wondered why I have made so little 
reference to Liturgy in my description of the origin of dogma. 
For according to the most modern ideas about the history of 
religion and the origin of theology, the development of both 
may be traced in the ritual. Without any desire to criticise 
these notions, I think I am justified in asserting that this is 
another instance of the exceptional nature of Christianity. For 
a considerable period it possessed no ritual at all, and the 
process of development in this direction had been going on, 
or been completed, a long time before ritual came to furnish 
material for dogmatic discussion. 

The worship in Christian Churches grew out of that in the 
synagogues, whereas there is no trace of its being influenced 
by the Jewish Temple service (Duchesne, Origines du Culte 
Chretien, p. 45 ff.). Its oldest constituents are accordingly prayer, 
reading of the scriptures, application of scripture texts, and 
sacred song. In addition to these we have, as specifically 
Christian elements, the celebration of the Lord's Supper, and 
the utterances of persons inspired [by the Spirit. The latter 
manifestations, however, ceased in the course of the second 
century, and to some extent as early as its first half. The 
religious services in which a ritual became developed were 
prayer, the Lord's Supper and sacred song. The Didache had 
already prescribed stated formulae for prayer. The ritual of 
the Lord's Supper was determined in its main features by the 
memory of its institution. The sphere of sacred song remained 
the most unfettered, though here also, even at an early period 
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— no later in fact than the end of the first and beginning of 
the second century — a fixed and a variable element were 
distinguished ; for responsory hymns, as is testified by the Epistle 
of Pliny and the still earlier Book of Revelation, require to 
follow a definite arrangement. But the whole, though perhaps 
already fixed during the course of the second century, still bore 
the stamp of spirituality and freedom. It was really worship 
in spirit and in truth, and this and no other was the light in 
which the Apologists, for instance, regarded it. Ritualism did 
not begin to be a power in the Church till the end of the 
second century ; though it had been cultivated by the " Gnostics *' 
long before, and traces of it are found at an earlier period in 
some of the older Fathers, such as Ignatius. 

Among the liturgical fragments still preserved to us from 
the first three centuries two strata may be distinguished. Apart 
from the responsory hymns in the book of Revelation, which can 
hardly represent fixed liturgical pieces, the only portions of 
the older stratum in our possession are the Lord's Prayer, ori- 
ginating with Jesus himself and used as a liturgy, together 
with the sacramental prayers of the Didache. These prayers 
exhibit a style unlike any of the liturgical formulae of later 
times; the prayer is exclusively addressed to God, it returns 
thanks for knowledge and life; it speaks of Jesus the ireug ttov 
(Son of God) as the mediator; the intercession refers exclu- 
sively to the Church, and the supplication is for the gathering 
together of the Church, the hastening of the coming of the 
kingdom and the destruction of the world. No direct mention 
is made of the death and resurrection of Christ. These prayers 
are the peculiar property of the Christian Church. It cannot, 
however, be said that they exercised any important influence 
on the history of dogma. The thoughts contained in them 
perished in their specific shape; the measure of permanent 
importance they attained in a more general form, was not pre- 
served to them through these prayers. 

The second stratum of liturgical pieces dates back to the 
great prayer with which the first Epistle of Clement ends, for 
in many respects this prayer, though some expressions in it 
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remind us of the older t3rpe {iii rod ifyawnfihou iraiiiq vou 
*Iy0-0t;y Xftvrod, " through thy beloved son Jesus Christ), already 
exhibits the characteristics of the later liturgy, as is shewn, 
for example, by a comparison of the liturgical prayer in the 
Constitutions of the Apostles (see Lightfoot's edition and my 
own). But this piece shews at the same time that the litur- 
gical prayers, and consequently the liturgy also, sprang from 
those in the synagogue, for the similarity is striking. Here 
we find a connection resembling that which exists between 
the Jewish " Two Ways " and the Christian instruction of cate- 
chumens. If this observation is correct, it clearly explains the 
cautious use of historical and dogmatic material in the oldest 
liturgies — a precaution not to their disadvantage. As in the 
prayers of the synagogue, so also in Christian Churches, all 
sorts of matters were not submitted to God or laid bare before 
Him, but the prayers serve as a religious ceremony, that is, 
as adoration, petition and intercession. Xb h i itig fiivof Ka) 
*lilffovf Xpiffri^ i TTxU crov xa) ifAiU ^cUq vow x»i Trpifiarct r9^ 
vofAfji ffOVj (thou art God alone and Jesus Christ is thy son, and 
we are thy people and the sheep of thy pasture). In this 
confession, an expressive Christian modification of that of the 
synagogue, the whole liturgical ceremony is epitomised. So 
far as we can assume and conjecture from the scanty remains 
of Ante-Nicene liturgy, the character of the ceremony was 
not essentially altered in this respect. Nothing containing a 
specific dogma or theological speculation was admitted. The 
number of sacred ceremonies, already considerable in the second 
century (how did they arise?), was still further increased in 
the third; but the accompanying words, so far as we know, 
expressed nothing but adoration, gratitude, supplication, and 
intercession. The relations expressed ii\ the liturgy became 
more comprehensive, copious and detailed ; but its fundamental 
character was not changed. The history of dogma in the first 
three centuries is not reflected in their liturgy. 
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NEOPLATONISM. 

The historical significance and position of Neoplatonism. 

The political history of the ancient world ends with the 
Empire of Diocletian and Constantine, which has not only 
Roman and Greek, but also Oriental features. The history of 
« ancient philosophy ends with the universal philosophy of Neo- 
platonism, which assimilated the elements of most of the 
previous systems, and embodied the result of the history of 
religion and civilisation in East and West. But as the Roman 
Byzantine Empire is at one and the same time a product of 
the final effort and the exhaustion of the ancient world, so 
also Neoplatonism is, on one side, the completion of ancient 
philosophy, and, on another, its abolition. ^ Never before in the 
Greek and Roman theory of the world did the conviction of 
the dignity of man and his elevation above nature, attain so 
certain an expression as in Neoplatonism p and never before 
in the history of civilisation did its highest exponents, notwith- 
standing all their progress in inner observation, so much under- 
value the sovereign significance of real science and pure know- 
ledge as the later Neoplatonists did. Judged from the stand-point 
of pure science, of empirical knowledge of the world, the 
philosophy of Plato and Aristotle marks a momentous turning- 
point, the post-Aristotelian a retrogression, the Neoplatonic a 
complete declension. But judging from the stand-point of religion 
and morality, it must be admitted that the ethical temper which 
Neoplatonism sought to beget and confirm, was the highest 
and purest which the culture of the ancient world produced. 
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This necessarily took place at the expense of science ; for on 
the soil of polytheistic natural religions, the knowledge of 
nature must either fetter and finally abolish religion, or be 
fettered and abolished by religion. Religion and ethic, how- 
ever, proved the stronger powers. Placed between these and 
the knowledge of nature, philosophy, after a period of fluctua- 
tion, finally follows the stronger force. Since the ethical itself, 
in the sphere of natural religions, is unhesitatingly conceived 
as a higher kind of "nature", conflict with the empirical 
knowledge of the world is unavoidable. The higher " physics ", 
for that is what religious ethics is here, must displace the 
lower or be itself displaced. Philosophy must renounce its 
scientific aspect, in order that man's claim to a supernatural 
value of his person and life may be legitimised. 

It is an evidence of the vigour of man's moral endowments, 
that the only epoch of culture which we are able to survey 
in its beginnings, its progress, and its close, ended not with 
materialism, but with the most decided idealism. It is true 
that in its way this idealism also denotes a bankruptcy; as 
the contempt for reason and science, and these are contemned 
when relegated to the second place, finally leads to barbarism, 
because it results in the crassest superstition, and is exposed 
to all manner of imposture. And, as a matter of fact, barbar- 
ism succeeded the flourishing period of Neoplatonism. Phil- 
osophers themselves no doubt found their mental food in the 
knowledge which they thought themselves able to surpass; 
but the masses grew up in superstition, and the Christian 
Church, which entered on the inheritance of Neoplatonism^ was 
compelled to reckon with that and come to terms with it. 
Just when the bankruptcy of the ancient civilisation and its 
lapse into barbarism could not have failed to reveal them- 
selves, a kindly destiny placed on the stageof history barbarian 
nations, for whom the work of a thousand years had as yet 
no existence. Thus the fact is concealed, which, however, does 
not escape the eye of one who looks below the surface, that 
the inner history of the ancient world must necessarily have 
degenerated into barbarism of its own accord, because it ended 

w 
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with the renunciation of this world. There is no desire either 
to enjoy it, to master it, or to know it as it really is. A new- 
world is disclosed for which everything is given up, and men 
are ready to sacrifice insight and understanding, in order to 
possess this world with certainty; and, in the light which ra- 
diates from the world to come, that which in this world appears 
absurd becomes wisdom, and wisdom becomes folly. 

Such is Neoplatonism. The pre-Socratic philosophers, declared 
by the followers of Socrates to be childish, had freed them- 
selves from theology, that is, the mythology of the poets, and 
constructed a philosophy from the observation of nature without 
troubling themselves about ethics and religion. In the systems 
of Plato and Aristotle physics and ethics were to attain to 
their rights, though the latter no doubt already occupied the 
first place; theology, that is popular religion, continues to be 
thrust aside. The post-Aristotelian philosophers of all parties 
were already beginning to withdraw from the objective world. 
Stoicism indeed seems to fall back into the materialism that 
prevailed before Plato and Aristotle; but the ethical dualism 
which dominated the mood of the Stoic philosophers, did not 
in the long run tolerate the materialistic physics; it sought 
and found help in the metaphysical dualism of the Platonists, 
and at the same time reconciled itself to the popular religion 
by means of allegorism, that is, it formed a new theology. 
But it did not result in permanent philosophic creations. A 
one-sided development of Platonism produced the various forms 
of scepticism which sought to abolish confidence in empirical 
knowledge. Neoplatonism, which came last, learned from all 
schools. In the first place, it belongs to the series of post- 
Aristotelian systems and, as the philosophy of the subjective, 
it is the logical completion of them. In the second place, it 
rests on scepticism; for it also, though not at the very begin- 
ning, gave up both confidence and pure interest in empirical 
knowledge. Thirdly, it can boast of the name and authority of 
Plato; for in metaphysics it consciously went back to him and 
expressly opposed the metaphysics of the Stoics. Yet on this 
very point it also learned something from the Stoics; for the 
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Neoplatonic conception of the action of God on the world, 
and of the nature and origin of matter, can only be explained 
by reference to the dynamic pantheism of the Stoics. In other 
respects, especially in psychology, it is diametrically opposed 
to the Stoa, though superior. Fourthly, the study of Aristotle 
also had an influence on Neoplatonism. That is shewn not 
only in the philosophic methods of the Neoplatonists, but also, 
though in a subordinate way, in their metaphysics. Fifthly, 
the ethic of the Stoics was adopted by Neoplatonism, but this 
ethic necessarily gave way to a still higher view of the con- 
ditions of the spirit. Sixthly and finally, Christianity also, 
which Neoplatonism opposed in every form (especially in that 
of the Gnostic philosophy of religion), seems not to have been 
entirely without influence. On this point we have as yet no 
details, and these can only be ascertained by a thorough ex- 
amination of the polemic of Plotinus against the Gnostics. 

Hence, with the exception of Epicureanism, which Neopla- 
tonism dreaded as its mortal enemy, every important system 
of former times was drawn upon by the new philosophy. But 
we should not on that account call Neoplatonism an eclectic 
system in the usual sense of the word. For in the first place, 
it had one pervading and all predominating interest, the reli- 
gious, and in the second place, it introduced into philosophy 
a new supreme principle, the super-rational, or the super-essen- 
tial. This principle should not be identified with the "Ideas" 
of Plato or the " Form " of Aristotle. For as Zeller rightly 
says : " In Plato and Aristotle the distinction of the sensuous 
and the intelligible is the strongest expression for belief in 
the truth of thought; it is only sensuous perception and sen- 
suous existence whose relative falsehood they presuppose; but 
of a higher stage of spiritual life lying beyond idea and thought, 
there is no mention. In Neoplatonism, on the other hand, it 
is just this super-rational element which is regarded as the 
final goal of all effort, and the highest ground of all existence ; 
the knowledge gained by thought is only an intermediate stage 
between sensuous perception and the super-rational intuition; 
the intelligible forms are not that which is highest and last. 
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but only the media by which the influences of the formless 
original essence are communicated to the world. This view 
therefore presupposes not merely doubt of the reality of sen- 
suous existence and sensuous notions, but absolute doubt, 
aspiration beyond all reality. The highest intelligible is not 
that which constitutes the real content of thought, but only 
that which is presupposed and earnestly desired by man as 
the unknowable ground of his thought." Neoplatonism re- 
cognised that a religious ethic can be built neither on sense- 
perception nor on knowledge gained by the understanding, and 
that it cannot be justified by these ; it therefore broke both with 
intellectual ethics and with utilitarian morality. But for that 
very reason, having as it were parted with perception and 
understanding in relation to the ascertaining of the highest 
truth, it was compelled to seek for a new world and a new 
function in the human spirit, in order to ascertain the existence 
of what it desired, and to comprehend and describe that of 
which it had ascertained the existence. But man cannot 
transcend his psychological endowment. An iron ring incloses 
him. He who does not allow his thought to be determined 
by experience falls a prey to fancy, that is, thought, which 
cannot be suppressed, assumes a mythological aspect: super- 
stition takes the place of reason, dull gazing at something 
incomprehensible is regarded as the highest goal of the spirit's 
efforts, and every conscious activity of the spirit is subordi- 
nated to visionary conditions] artificially brought about. But 
that every conceit may not be allowed to assert itself, the 
gradual exploration of every region of knowledge according 
to every method of acquiring it, is demanded as a preliminary 
— the Neoplatonists did not make matters easy for them- 
selves, — and a new and mighty principle is set up which is 
to bridle fancy, viz., the authority of a sure tradition. This 
authority must be superhuman, otherwise it would not come 
under consideration; it must therefore be divine. On divine 
disclosures, that is revelations, must rest both the highest 
super-rational region of knowledge and the possibility of know- 
ledge itself. In a word, the philosophy which Neoplatonism 
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represents, whose final interest is the religious, and whose 
highest object is the super-rational, must be a philosophy of 
revelation. 

In the caseofPlotinus himself and his immediate disciples, this 
does not yet appear plainly. They still shew confidence in the 
objective presuppositions of their philosophy, and have, especially 
in psychology, done great work and created something new. But 
this confidence vanishes in the later Neoplatonists. Porphyry, be- 
fore he became a disciple of Plotinus, wrote a X^ooVvipir^^lnLkoylm 
cptKoffo^tot^; as a philosopher he no longer required the"\iyict'\ 
But the later representatives of the system sought for their phi- 
losophy revelations of the Godhead. They found them in the reli- 
gious traditions and cults of all nations. Neoplatonism learned from 
the Stoics to rise above the political limits of nations and states, 
and to widen the Hellenic consciousness to a universally human 
one. The spirit of God has breathed throughout the whole 
history of the nations, and the traces of divine revelation are 
to be found everywhere. The older a religious tradition or 
cultus is, the more worthy of honour, the more rich in thoughts 
of God it is. Therefore the old Oriental religions are of special 
value to the Neoplatonists. The allegorical method of inter- 
preting myths which was practised by the Stoics in particular, 
was accepted by Neoplatonism also. But the myths, spiritually 
explained, have for this system an entirely different value from 
what they had for the Stoic philosophers. The latter ad- 
justed themselves to the myths by the aid of allegorical ex- 
planation; the later Neoplatonists, on the other hand, (after 
a selection in which the immoral myths were sacrificed, see, 
^' g-f Julian) regarded them as the proper material and sure 
foundation of philosophy. Neoplatonism claims to be not only 
the absolute philosophy^ completing all systems, but, at the 
same time, the absolute religion^ confirming and explaining all 
earlier religions. A rehabilitation of all ancient religions is 
aimed at (see the philosophic teachers of Julian and compare his 
great religious experiment); each was to continue in its tra- 
ditional form, but, at the same time, each was to communicate 
the religious temper and the religious knowledge which Neo- 
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platonism had attained, and each cultus is to lead to the high 
morality which it behoves man to maintain. In Neoplatonism 
the psychological fact of the longing of man for something 
higher, is exalted to the all-predominating principle which ex- 
plains the world. Therefore the religions, though they are to be 
purified and spiritualised, become the foundation of philosophy. 
The Neoplatonic philosophy therefore presupposes the religious 
syncretism of the third century, and cannot be understood 
without it. The great forces which were half unconsciously at 
work in this syncretism, were reflectively grasped by Neoplatonism. 
It is the final fruit of the developments resulting from the 
political, national, and religious syncretism which arose from 
the undertakings of Alexander the Great, and the Romans. 

Neoplatonism is consequently a stage in the history of religion; 
nay, its significance in the history of the world lies in the fact 
that it is so. In the history of science and enlightenment it 
has a position of significance only in so far as it was the 
necessary transition stage through which humanity had to pass, 
in order to free itself from the religion of nature and the de- 
preciation of the spiritual life which oppose an insurmountable 
barrier to the highest advance of human knowledge. But as 
Neoplatonism in its philosophical aspect means the abolition 
of ancient philosophy, which, however, it desired to complete, 
so also in its religious aspect it means the abolition of the 
ancient religions which it aimed at restoring. For in requiring 
these religions to mediate a definite religious knowledge, and 
to lead to the highest moral disposition, it burdened them with 
tasks to which they were not equal, and under which they could 
not but break down. And in requiring them to loosen, if not 
completely destroy, the bond which was their only stay, namely, 
the political bond, it took from them the foundation on which 
they were built. But could it not place them on a greater 
and firmer foundation ? Was not the Roman Empire in existence, 
and could the new religion not become dependent on this in 
the same way as the earlier religions had been dependent on 
the lesser states and nations? It might be thought so, but it 
was no longer possible. No doubt the political history of the 
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nations round the Mediterranean, in their development into the 
universal Roman monarchy, was parallel to the spiritual history 
of these nations in their development into monotheism and a 
universal system of morals; but the spiritual development in 
the end far outstripped the political: even the Stoics attained 
to a height which the political development could only partially 
reach. Neoplatonism did indeed attempt to gain a connection 
with the Byzantine Roman Empire : one noble monarch, Julian, 
actually perished as a result of this endeavour ; but even before 
this the profounder Neoplatonists discerned that their lofty 
religious philosophy would not bear contact with the despotic 
Empire, because it would not bear any contact with the "world" 
(plan of the founding of Platonopolis). Political affairs are at 
bottom as much a matter of indifference to Neoplatonism as 
material things in general. The idealism of the new philosophy 
was too high to admit of its being naturalised in the despirit- 
ualised, tjn'annical and barren creation of the Byzantine Empire, 
and this Empire itself needed unscrupulous and despotic police 
officials, not noble philosophers. Important and instructive, 
therefore, as the experiments are, which were made from time 
to time by the state and by individual philosophers, to unite the 
monarchy of the world with Neoplatonism, they could not but 
be ineffectual. 

But, and this is the last question which one is justified in 
raising here, why did not Neoplatonism create an independent 
religious community ? Since it had already changed the ancient 
religions so fundamentally, in its purpose to restore them, since 
it had attempted to fill the old naive cults with profound 
philosophic ideas, and to make them exponents of a high mo- 
rality, why did it not take the further step and create a 
religious fellowship of its own? why did it not complete and 
confirm the union of gods by the founding of a church which 
was destined to embrace the whole of humanity, and in which, 
beside the one ineffable Godhead, the gods of all nations could 
have been worshipped ? Why not ? The answer to this question 
is at the same time the reply to another, viz., why did the 
christian church supplant Neoplatonism? Neoplatonism lacked 
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three elements to give it the significance of a new and permanent 
religious system. Augustine in his confessions (Bk. YII- i8 — 21) 
has excellently described these three elements. First and above 
all, it lacked a religious founder; secondly, it was unable to give 
any answer to the question, how one could permanently maintain 
the mood of blessedness and peace ; thirdly, it lacked the means 
of winning those who could not speculate. The "people" could 
not learn the philosophic exercises which it recommended as 
the condition of attaining the enjoyment of the highest good; 
and the way on which even the "people" can attain to the 
highest good was hidden from it. Hence these "wise and 
prudent" remained a school. When Julian attempted to interest 
the common uncultured man in the doctrines and worship of 
this school, his reward was mockery and scorn. 

Not as philosophy and not as a new religion did Neoplatonism 
become a decisive factor in history, but, if I may say so, as a 
frame of mind. * The feeling that there is an eternal highest 
good which lies beyond all outer experience and is not even 
the intelligible, this feeling, with which was united the conviction 
of the entire worthlessness of everything earthly, was produced 
and fostered by Neoplatonism. But it was unable to describe 
the contents of that' highest being and highest good, and therefore 
it was here compelled to give itself entirely up to fancy and 
aesthetic feeling. Therefore it was forced to trace out "mys- 



I ExceUent remarks on the nature of Neoplatonism may be found in Eucken, 
Gott. Gel. Anz. i. Marz. 1884. p. 176 fT: this sketch was already written before 
I saw them. ^^We find the characteristic of the Neoplatonic epoch in the efifort 
to make the inward, which till then had had alongside of it an independent 
outer world, as a contrast, the exclusive and all-determining element. The move- 
ment which makes itself felt here outlasts antiquity and prepares the way for 
the modem period; it brings about the dissolution of that which marked the 
culminating point of ancient life, that which we are wont to call specifically 
classic. The life of the spirit, till then conceived as a member of an ordered 
world and subject to its laws, now freely passes beyond these bounds, and at- 
tempts to mould, and even to create, the universe from itself. No doubt the 
different attempts to realise this desire reveal, for the most part, a deep gulf 
between will and deed; usually ethical and religious requirements of the naive 
human consciousness must replace universally creative spiritual power, but all 
the insufficient and unsatisfactory elements of this period should not obscure the 
fact that, in one instance, it reached the height of a great philosophic achievement, 
in the case of Plotinus". 
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terious ways to that which is within", which, however, led no- 
where. It transformed thought into a dream of feeling; it immersed 
itself in the sea of emotions; it viewed the old fabled world 
of the nations as the reflection of a higher reality, and trans- 
formed reality into poetry; but in spite of all these efforts it 
was only able, to use the words of Augustine, to see from afar 
the land which it desired. It broke this world into fragments; 
but nothing remained to it, save a ray from a world beyond, 
which was only an indescribable "something". 

And yet the significance of Neoplatonism in the history of 
our moral culture has been, and still is, immeasurable. Not only 
because it refined and strengthened man's life of feeling and 
sensation, not only because it, more than anything else, wove 
the delicate veil which even to-day, whether we be religious or 
irreligious, we ever and again cast over the offensive impression 
of the brutal reality, but, above all, because it begat the con- 
sciousness that the blessedness which alone can satisfy man, is 
to be found somewhere else than in the sphere of knowledge. 
That man does not live by bread alone, is a truth that was 
known before Neoplatonism; but it proclaimed the profounder 
truth, which the earlier philosophy had failed to recognise, that 
man does not live by knowledge alone. Neoplatonism not only 
had a propadeutic significance in the past, but continues to be, 
even now, the source of all the moods which deny the world 
and strive after an ideal, but have not power to raise themselves 
above aesthetic feeling, and see no means of getting a clear notion 
of the impulse of their own heart and the land of their desire. 

Historical Origin of Neoplatonism. 

The forerunners of Neoplatonism, were, on the one hand, 
those Stoics who recognise the Platonic distinction of the sen- 
sible and supersensible world, and on the other, the so-called 
Neop3rthagoreans and religious philosophers, such as Fosidonius, 
Plutarch of Chaeronea, and especially Numenius of Apamea. ^ 

I Plotinus even in his lifetime was reproached with haying borrowed most of 
his system from Numenius. Porphyry, in his ^^ Vita Plotini ", defended him against 
this reproach. 
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Nevertheless, these cannot be regarded as the actual Fathers 
of Neoplatonism ; for the philosophic method was still very 
imperfect in comparison with the Neoplatonic, their principles 
were uncertain, and the authority of Plato was not yet regarded 
as placed on an unapproachable height. The Jewish and Christ- 
ian philosophers of the first and second centuries stand very 
much nearer the later Neoplatonism than Numenius. We 
would probably see this more clearly if we knew the development 
of Christianity in Alexandria in the second century. But, un- 
fortunately, we have only very meagre fragments to tell us of 
this. First and above all, we must mention Philo. This phil- 
osopher, who interpreted the Old Testament religion in terms 
of Hellenism, had, in accordance with his idea of revelation, 
already maintained, that the Divine Original Essence is supra- 
rational, that only ecstasy leads to Him, and that the materials 
for religious and moral knowledge are contained in the oracles 
of the Deity. The religious ethic of Philo, a combination of 
Stoic, Platonic, Neopythagorean and Old Testament gnomic 
wisdom, already bears the marks which we recognise in Neo- 
platonism. The acknowledgment that God was exalted above 
all thought, was a sort of tribute which Greek philosophy was 
compelled to pay to the national religion of Israel, in return 
for the supremacy which was here granted to the former. The 
claim of positive religion to be something more than an 
intellectual conception of the universal reason, was thereby 
justified. Even religious syncretism is already found in Philo; 
but it is something essentially different from the later Neo- 
platonic, since Philo regarded the Jewish cult as the only 
valuable one, and traced back allelementsof truth in the Greeks 
and Romans to borrowings from the books of Moses. 

The earliest Christian philosophers, especially Justin and 
Athenagoras, likewise prepared the way for the speculations 
of the later Neoplatonists by their attempts, on the one hand, 
to connect Christianity with Stoicism and Platonism, and on 
the other, to exhibit it as supra-Platonic. The method by 
wljich Justin, in the introduction to the Dialogue with Trypho, 
attempts to establish the Christian knowledge of God, that is, the 
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knowledge of the truth, on Flatonism, Scepticism and " Revelation ", 
strikingly reminds us of the later methods of the Neoplatonists. 
Still more is one reminded of Neoplatonism by the speculations 
of the Alexandrian Christian Gnostics, especially of Valentinus 
and the followers of Basilides. The doctrines of the Basilidians(?) 
communicated by Hippolytus (Fhilosoph. VIL c. 20 sq.), read 
like fragments from the didactic writings of the Neoplatonists : 
^Etts) oviiv iv oix <^^Vi o6k oMa, oix ivoi^iQv^ oix dT^ouw, oi 
(riviiTOv^ oix &vi}iro¥, o&» iyahiiiroPj ovk i¥ip9»rof . • • • oix &v 

l^irio^ xifffAOv i^tikiivi irotH^cti . • • . OSrw^ oix &v tshf iirolfivt xiv* 
fiov oix Svra i^ oix !rru¥, xara^ax6fi$¥09 xcii iro^riiffa^ vwipfia 
Ti h txov irivotv h iavr^ r9« rou xivfiov irava7ripfila¥. Like the 

• 

Neoplatonists, these Basilidians did 'not teach an emanation from 
the Godhead, but a dynamic mode of action of the Supreme 
Being. The same can be asserted of Valentinus who also 
places an unnamable being above all, and views matter not as 
a second principle, but as a derived product. The dependence 
of Basilides and Valentinus on Zeno and Plato is, besides, un- 
doubted. But the method of these Gnostics in constructing 
their mental picture of the world and its history, was still an 
uncertain one. Crude primitive myths are here received, and 
naively realistic elements alternate with bold attempts at 
spiritualising. While therefore, philosophically considered, the 
Gnostic systems are very unlike the finished Neoplatonic ones, 
it is certain that they contained almost all the elements of 
the religious view of the world, which we find in Neoplatonism. 

But were the earliest Neoplatonists really acquainted with 
the speculations of men like Philo, Justin, Valentinus and 
Basilides? were they familiar with the Oriental religions, es- 
pecially with the Jewish and the Christian ? and, if we must 
answer these questions in the affirmative, did they really learn 
from these sources? 

Unfortunately, we cannot at present give certain, and still less 
detailed answers to these questions. But, as Neoplatonism ori« 
ginated in Alexandria, as Oriental cults confronted every one 
there, as the Jewi^ philosophy was prominent in the literary 
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market of Alexandria, and that was the very place where scientific 
Christianity had its headquarters, there can, generally speaking, 
be no doubt that the earliest Neoplatonists had some acquaintance 
with Judaism and Christianity. In addition to that, we have 
the certain fact that the earliest Neoplatonists had discussions 
with (Roman) Gnostics (see Carl Schmidt, Gnostische Schriften 
in koptischer Sprache, pp. 603 — 665), and that Porphjny entered 
into elaborate controversy with Christianity. In comparison 
with the Neoplatonic philosophy, the system of Philo and the 
Gnostics appears in many respects an anticipation, which had 
a certain influence on the former, the precise nature of which 
has still to be ascertained. But the anticipation is not wonderful, 
for the religious and philosophic temper which was only gradually 
produced on Greek soil, existed from the first in such philosophers 
as took their stand on the ground of a revealed religion of 
redemption. lamblichus and his followers first answer com- 
pletely to the Christian Gnostic schools of the second century ; 
that is to say, Greek philosophy, in its immanent development, 
did not attain till the fourth century the position which some 
Greek philosophers, who had accepted Christianity, had already 
reached in the second. The influence of Christianity — both 
Gnostic and Catholic — on Neoplatonism was perhaps very little 
at any time, though individual Neoplatonists since the time of 
Amelius employed Christian sayings as oracles, and testified 
their high esteem for Christ. 

Sketch of the History and Doctrines of Neoplatonism. 

Ammonius Saccas (died about 245), who is said to have been 
born a Christian, but to have lapsed into heathenism, is regarded 
as the founder of the Neoplatonic school in Alexandria. As 
he has left no writings, no judgment can be formed as to his 
teaching. His disciples inherited from him the prominence 
which they gave to Plato and the attempts to prove the har- 
4nony between the latter and Aristotle. His most important 
disciples were; Origen the Christian, a second heathen Origen, 
Longinus, Herennius, and, above all, Plotinus. The latter was 
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born in the year 205, at Lycopolis in Egypt, laboured from 
224 in Rome, and found numerous adherents and admirers, 
among others the Emperor Galienus and his consort, and died 
in lower Italy about 270. His writings were arranged by his 
disciple. Porphyry, and edited in six Enneads. 

The Enneads of Plotinus are the fundamental documents '^ 
of Neoplatonism. The teaching of this philosopher is mystical, ^ 
and, like all mysticism, it falls into two main portions. The 
first and theoretic part shews the high origin of the soul, and 
how it has departed from this its origin. The second and 
practical part points out the way by which the soul can again 
be raised to the Eternal and the Highest. As the soul with 
its longings aspires beyond all sensible things and even beyond ; 
the world of ideas, the Highest must be something above 
reason. The system therefore has three parts. I. The Original 
Essence. 11. The world of ideas and the soul. III. The world 
of phenomena. We may also, in conformity with the thought 
of Plotinus, divide the system thus : A. The supersensible world 
(i. The Original Essence; 2. the world of ideas; 3. the soul). 
B. The world of phenomena. The Original Essence is the 
One in contrast to the many; it is the Infinite and Unlimited ' ' 
in contrast to the finite; it is the source of all being, there- 
fore the absolute causality and the only truly existing; but 
it is also the Good, in so far as ever)^hing finite is to find ^ 
its aim in it and to flow back to it. Yet moral attributes 
cannot be ascribed to this Original Essence, for these would 
limit it. It has no attributes at all: it is a being without 
magnitude, without life, without thought; nay, one should not, 
properly speaking, even call it an existence ; it is something " 
above existence, above goodness, and at the same time the 
operative force without any substratum. . (As operative force 
the Original Essence is continually begetting something else, - 
without itself being changed or moved or diminished./ \rhis 
creation is not a physical process, but an emanation of force, 
and because that which is produced has any existence only 
in so far as the originally Existent works in it, it may be 
said that Neoplatonism is dynamical Pantheism. Everything 
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that has being is directly or indirectly a production of the 
"One". In this "One" everything so far as it has being, is 
Divine, and God is all in all. But that which is derived is 
not like the Original Essence itself. On the contrary, the 
law of decreasing perfection prevails in the derived. The 
latter is indeed an image and reflection of the Original Essence, 
but the wider the circle of creations extends the less their 
share in the Original Essence. Hence the totality of being 
forms a gradation of concentric circles which finally lose them- 
selves almost completely in non-being, in so far as in the last 
circle the force of the Original Essence is a vanishing one. 
Each lower stage of being is connected with the Original 
Essence only by means of the higher stages ; that which is 
inferior receives a share in the Original Essence only through 
the medium of these. But everything derived has one feature, 
viz., a longing for the higher; it turns itself to this so far as 
its nature allows it. 

I The first emanation of the Original Essence is the fioug; 
it is a complete image of the Original Essence and archetype 
of all existing things ; it is being and thought at the same time. 
World of ideas and Idea. > As image the NoDc is equal to the 
Original Essence, as derived it is completely different from it. 
What Flotinus understands by Houg is the highest sphere which 
the human spirit can reach (ni^iAog vofiriq) sind at the same 
time pure thought itself^ 

The soul which, according to Flotinus, is an immaterial sub- 
stance like the Nov^, ^ is an image and product of the immov- 
able N0&^. It is related to the NoS^ as the latter is to the 
Original Essence. It stands between the Nou^ and the world 
of phenomena. The Nov^ penetrates and enlightens it| but it 
itself already touches the world of phenomena. The N^i;^ is 
undivided, the soul can also preserve its unity and abide in 
the NoSf; but it has at the same time the power to unite 
itself with the material world and thereby to be divided. 
Hence it occupies a middle position. In virtue of its nature 

I On this sort of Trinity, see Bigg, ^^The Christian Platonists of Alexandria," 
p. 248 f. 
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and destiny it belongs, as the single soul (soul of the world), 
to the supersensible world; but it embraces at the same time 
the many individual souls; these may allow themselves to be 
ruled by the NoS«, or they may turn to the sensible and be 
lost in the finite. 

The soul, an active essence, begets the corporeal or the world >/ 
of phenomena. This should allow itself to be so ruled by the 
soul that the manifold of which it consists may abide in full- 
est harmony. Plotinus is not a dualist like the majority of 
Christian Gnostics. He praises the beauty and glory of the 
world. When in it the idea really has dominion over matter, the 
soul over the body, the world is beautiful and good. It is 
the image of the upper world, though a shadowy one, and the 
gradations of better or worse in it are necessary to the har- 
mony of the whole. But, in point of fact, the unity and har- 
mony in the world of phenomena disappear in strife and oppo- 
sition. The result is a conflict, a growth and decay, a seeming 
existence. The original cause of this lies in the fact, that a 
substratum, viz., matter, lies at the basis of bodies. Matter 
is the foundation of each (rd j3itfo« ixdarov i uAif); it is the 
obscure, the indefinite, that which is without qualities, the 
fiii h. As devoid of form and idea it is the evil, as capable 
of form the intermediate. 

The human souls'" that are sunk in the material have been 
ensnared by the sensuous, and have allowed themselves to be ruled 
by desire. They now seek to detach themselves entirely from ^ 
true being, and striving after independence fall into an unreal 
existence. Conversion therefore is needed, and this is possible, 
for freedom is not lost. 

Now here begins the practical philosophy. The soul must 
rise again to the highest on the same path bv which it des- 
cended : it must first of all return to itself. This takes place ^ 
through virtue which aspires to assimilation with Grod and 
leads to Him. ! In the ethics of Plotinus all earlier philosophic 
systems of virtue are united and arranged in graduated order. 
Civic virtues stand lowest, then follow the purifying, and finally 
the deifying virtues. Civic virtues only adorn the life, but do 
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not elevate the soul as the purifying virtues do; they free 
the soul from the sensuous and lead it back to itself and 
thereby to the NoD^. Man becomes again a spiritual and per- 
manent being, and frees himself from every sin, through asceti- 
cism. But he is to reach still higher; he is not only to be 
without sin, but he is to be " God ". That takes place through 
the contemplation of the Original Essence, the One, that is 
through ecstatic elevation to Him. This is not mediated by 
thought, for thought reaches only to the Noi/^, and is itself 
only a movement. Thought is only a preliminary stage towards 
union with God. The soul can only see and touch the Original 
Essence in a condition of complete passivity and rest. Hence, 
in order to attain to this highest, the soul must subject itself 
to a spiritual "Exercise". It must begin with the contem- 
plation of material things, their diversity and harmony, then 
retire into itself and sink itself in its own essence, and thence 
mount up to the NoD^, to the world of ideas; but, as it still 
does not find the One and Highest Essence there, as the call 
always comes to it from there : " We have not made ourselves" 
(Augustine in the sublime description of Christian, that is, 
Neoplatonic exercises), it must, as it were, lose sight of itself 
in a state of intense concentration, in mute contemplation and 
complete forgetfulness of all things. It can then see God, the 
source of life, the principle of being, the first cause of all 
good, the root of the soul. In that moment it enjoys the 
highest and indescribable blessedness; it is itself, as it were, 
swallowed up by the deity and bathed in the light of eternity. 
Flotinus, as Porphyry relates, attained to this ecstatic union 
with God four times during the six years he was with him. 
To Flotinus this religious philosophy was sufficient; he did not 
require the popular religion and worship. But yet he sought 
their support. The Deity is indeed in the last resort only the 
Original Essence, but it manifests itself in a fulness of eman- 
ations and phenomena. The Nov^ is, as it were, the second 
God; the x6^ot, which are included in it, are gods; the stars 
are gods, etc. A strict monotheism appeared to Flotinus a 
poor thing. The myths of the popular religion were interpreted 
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by him in a particular sense, and he could justify even magic, 
soothsaying and prayer. He brought forward reasons for the 
worship of images, which the Christian worshippers of images 
subsequently adopted. Yet, in comparison with the later Neo- 
platonists, he was free from gross superstition and wild fanat- 
icism. He caniiot, in the remotest sense, be reckoned among 
the "deceivers who were themselves deceived," and the restor- 
ation of the ancient worships of the Gods was not his chief aim. 

Among his disciples the most important were Amelius and / 
Porphyry. Amelius changed the doctrine of Plotinus in some 
points, and even made use of the prologue of the Gospel of 
John. Porphyry has the merit of having systematized and 
spread the teaching of his master, Plotinus. He was born at ^ 
Tyre in the year 233 ; whether he was for some time a Christ- 
ian is uncertain; from 263-268 he was a pupil of Plotinus at 
Rome; before that he wrote the work vsp) tjJ^ ix Xoyiuv ^tkO' 
vo^lx^, which shews that he wished to base philosophy on 
revelation; he lived a few years in Sicily (about 270) where 
e wrote his "fifteen books against the Christians"; he then 
^turned to Rome where he laboured as a teacher, edited the 
orks of Plotinus, wrote himself a series of treatises, married, 
his old age, the Roman Lady Marcella, and died about the 
ir 303. Porphyry was not an original, productive thinker, 
: a diligent and thorough investigator, characterized by great 
•ning, by the gift of an acute faculty for philological and 
orical criticism, and by an earnest desire to spread the true 
:)Sophy of life, to refute false doctrines, especially those of 
'Christians, to ennoble man and draw him to that which is 
iThat a mind so free and noble surrendered itself entirely 
le philosophy of Plotinus and to polytheistic mysticism, is 
[oof that the spirit of the age works almost irresistibly, and ^ 
-eligious mysticism was the highest possession of the time." 
teaching of Porphyry is distinguished from that of Plotinus ^ 
[e fact that it is still more practical and religious. / The 
philosophy, according to Porphyry, is the salvation of 

tThe origin and the guilt of evil lie not in the body, ^ 
le desires of the soul. The strictest asceticism (ab- 
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stinence from cohabitation/ flesh and wine) is therefore required 
in addition to the knowledge of God. During the course of 
his life Porphyry warned men more and more decidedly against 
crude popular beliefs and immoral cults. " The ordinary notions 
of the Deity are of such a kind that it is more godless to 
share them than to neglect the images of the gods". But 
freely as he criticised the popular religions, he did not wish to 
give them up. He contended for a pure worship of the many 
gods, and recognised the right of every old national religion, 
and the religious duties of their professors. His work against 
the Christians is not directed against Christ, or what he regarded 
as the teaching of Christ, but against the Christians of his day 
and against the sacred books which, according to Porphyry, were 
written by impostors and ignorant people. In his acute crit- 
icism of the genesis of what was regarded as Christianity in 
his day, he spoke bitter and earnest truths, and therefore acquired 
the name of the fiercest and most formidable of all the enemies 
of Christians. His work was destroyed (condemned by an edict 
of Theodosius II. and Valentinian of the year 448) and even 
the writings in reply (by Methodius, Eusebius, ApoUinaris, 
Philostorgius, etc.,) have not been preserved. Yet we possess 
fragments in Lactantius, Augustine, Macarius Magnes and 
others, which attest how thoroughly Porphyry studied the 
Christian writings and how great his faculty was for true his- 
torical criticism. 

Porphyry marks the transition to the Neoplatonism which 
subordinated itself entirely to the polytheistic cults, and which 
strove, above all, to defend the old Greek and Oriental religions 
against the formidable assaults of Christianity. lamblichus, the 
disciple of Porphyry (died 330), transformed Neoplatonism " from 
a philosophic theorem into a theological doctrine". The doctrines 
peculiar to lamblichus can no longer be deduced from scientific, 
but only from practical motives. In order to justify superstition 
and the ancient cults, philosophy in lamblichus becomes a 
theurgic, mysteriosophy, spiritualism. Now appears that series 
of "Philosophers", in whose case one is frequently unable to 
decide whether they are deceivers or deceived, "decepti decept- 
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ores ", as Augustine says. A mysterious mysticism of numbers 
plays a great role. That which is absurd and mechanical is 
surrounded with the halo of the sacramental ; myths are proved 
by pious fancies and pietistic considerations with a spiritual 
sound; miracles, even the most foolish, are believed in and 
are performed. The philosopher becomes the priest of magic, 
and philosophy an instrument of magic. At the same time, 
the number of Divine Beings is infinitely increased by the further 
action of unlimited speculation. But this fantastic addition which 
lamblichus makes to the inhabitants of Olympus, is the very 
fact which proves that Greek philosophy has here returned to 
mythology, and that the religion of nature was still a power. 
And yet no one can deny that, in the fourth century, even the 
noblest and choicest minds were found among the Neoplatonists. 
So great was the declension, that this Neoplatonic philosophy 
was still the protecting roof for many influential and earnest 
thinkers, although swindlers and hypocrites also concealed them- 
selves under this roof. In relation to some points of doctrine, 
at any rate, the dogmatic of lamblichus marks an advance. 
Thus, the emphasis he lays on the idea that evil has its seat 
in the will, is an important fact ; and in general the significance 
he assigns to the will is perhaps the most important advance 
in psychology, and one which could not fail to have great 
influence on dogmatic also (Augustine). It likewise deserves 
to be noted that lamblichus disputed Flotinus' doctrine of the 
divinity of the human soul. 

The numerous disciples of lamblichus (Aedesius, Chrysantius, 
Eusebius, Friscus, Sopater, Sallust and especially Maximus, the 
most celebrated) did little to further speculation ; they occupied 
themselves partly with commenting on the writings of the earlier 
philosophers (particularly Themistius), partly as missionaries of 
their mysticism. The interests and aims of these philosophers 
are best shewn in the treatise **De mysteriis iEgyptiorum ". 
Their hopes were strengthened when their disciple Julian, a 
man enthusiastic and noble, but lacking in intellectual origin- 
ality, ascended the imperial throne, 361 to 363. This emperor's 
romantic policy of restoration, as he himself must have seen, 
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had, however, no result, and his early death destroyed every 
hope of supplanting Christianity. 

But the victory of the Church, in the age of Valentinian 
and Theodosius, unquestionably purified Neoplatonism. The 
struggle for dominion had led philosophers to grasp at and 
unite themselves with everything that was hostile to Christianity. 
But now Neoplatonism was driven out of the great arena of 
history. The Church and its dogmatic, which inherited its 
estate, received along with the latter superstition, polytheism, 
magic, myths and the apparatus of religious magic. The more 
firmly all this established itself in the Church and succeeded 
there, though not without finding resistance, the freer Neo- 
platonism becomes. It does not by any means give up its 
religious attitude or its theory of knowledge, but it applies 
itself with fresh zeal to scientific investigations and especially 
to the study of the earlier philosophers. Though Plato remains 
the divine philosopher, yet it may be noticed how, from about 
400, the writings of Aristotle were increasingly read and prized. 
Neoplatonic schools continue to flourish in the chief cities of 
the empire up to the beginning of the fifth century, and in 
this period they are at the same time the places where the 
theologians of the Church are formed. The noble Hypatia, 
to whom Synesius,*her enthusiastic disciple, who was afterwards 
a bishop, raised a splendid monument, taught in Alexandria. 
But from the beginning of the fifth century ecclesiastical fana- 
ticism ceased to tolerate heathenism. The murder of Hypatia 
put an end to philosophy in Alexandria, though the Alexan- 
drian school maintained itself in a feeble form till the middle 
of the sixth century. But in one city of the East removed 
from the great highways of the world, which had become a 
provincial city and possessed memories which the Church of 
the fifth century felt itself too weak to destroy, viz., in Athens, 
a Neoplatonic school continued to flourish. There, among the 
monuments of a past time, Hellenism found its last asylum. 
The school of Athens returned to a more strict philosophic 
method and to learned studies. But as it clung to religious 
philosophy and undertook to reduce the whole Greek tradi- 
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tion, viewed in the light of Plotinus' theory, to a comprehen- 
sive and strictly articulated system, a philosophy arose here 
which may be called scholastic. For every philosophy is 
scholastic which considers fantastic and mythological material 
as a noli me tangere^ and treats it in logical categories and 
distinctions by means of a complete set of formulae. But to 
these Neoplatonists the writings of Plato, certain divine oracles, 
the Orphic poems, and much else which were dated back to 
the dim and distant past, were documentsof standard authority, 
and inspired divine writings. They took from them the material 
of philosophy, which they then treated with all the instruments 
of dialectic. 

The most prominent teachers at Athens were Plutarch (died 
433), his disciple Syrian (who, as an exegete of Plato and 
Aristotle, is said to have done important work, and who 
deserves notice also, because he very vigorously emphasised the 
freedom of the will), but, above all, Proclus (41 1-485). Proclus 
is the great scholastic of Neoplatonism. It was he "who 
fashioned the whole traditional material into a powerful system 
with religious warmth and formal clearness, filling up the gaps 
and reconciling the contradictions by distinctions and specu- 
lations." "Proclus," says Zeller, "was the first who, by the 
strict logic of his system, formally completed the Neoplatonic 
philosophy and gave it, with due regard to all the changes 
it had undergone since the second century, that form in which 
it passed over to the Christian and Mohammedan middle ages. 
Forty-four years after the death of Proclus the school of Athens 
was closed by Justinian (in the year 529); but in the labours of 
Proclus it had completed its work, and could now really retire 
from the scene. It had nothing new to say; it was ripe for 
death, and an honourable end was prepared for it. The works 
of Proclus, the legacy of Hellenism to the Church and to the 
middle ages, attained an immeasurable importance in the 
thousand years which followed. They were not only one of 
the bridges by which the philosophy of the middle ages returned 
to Plato and Aristotle, but they determined the scientific 
method of the next thirty generations, and they partly pro- 
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duced, partly strengthened and brought to maturity the mediaeval 
Christian mysticism in East and West. 

The disciples of Froclus, Marinus, Asclepiodotus, Ammonius, 
Zenodotus, Isidorus, Hegias, Damascius, are not regarded as 
prominent. Damascius was the last head of the school at 
Athens. He, Simplicius, the masterly commentator on Aristotle, 
and five other Neoplatonists, migrated to Persia after Justinian 
had issued the edict closing the school. They lived in the 
illusion that Persia, the land of the East, was the seat of wisdom, 
righteousness and piety. After a few years they returned 
with blasted hopes to the Byzantine kingdom. 

At the beginning of the sixth century Neoplatonism died 
out as an independent philosophy in the East; but almost at 
the same time, and this is no accident, it conquered new 
regions in the dogmatic of the Church through the spread of 
the writings of the pseudo-Dionysius ; it began to fertilize 
Christian mysticism, and filled the worship with a new charm. 

In the West, where, from the second century, we meet with 
few attempts at philosophic speculation, and where the neces- 
sary conditions for mystical contemplation were wanting, Neo- 
platonism only gained a few adherents here and there. We 
know that the rhetorician, Marius Victorinus, (about 350) trans- 
lated the writings of Plotinus. This translation exercised decisive 
influence on the mental history of Augustine, who borrowed 
from Neoplatonism the best it had, its psychology, introduced 
it into the dogmatic of the Church, and developed it still further. 
It may be said that Neoplatonism influenced the West at first 
only through the medium or under the cloak of ecclesiastical 
theology. Even Boethius — we can now regard this as certain — 
was a Catholic Christian. But in his mode of thought he was 
certainly a Neoplatonist. His violent death in the year 525, 
marks the end of independent philosophic effort in the West. 
This last Roman philosopher stood indeed almost completely 
alone in his century, and the philosophy for which he lived 
was neither original, nor firmly grounded and methodically 
carried out. 
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Neoplatonism and Ecclesiastical Dogmatic. 

The question, as to the influence which Neoplatonism had 
on the history of the development of Christianity, is not easy 
to answer; it is hardly possible to get a clear view of the 
relation between them. Above all, the answers will diverge 
according as we take a wider or a narrower view of so-called 
"Neoplatonism". If we view Neoplatonism as the highest 
and only appropriate expression for the religious hopes and 
moods which moved the nations of the Graeco- Roman Empire 
from the second to the fifth centuries, the ecclesiastical dog- 
matic which was developed in the same period, may appear 
as a younger sister of Neoplatonism which was fostered by 
the elder one, but which fought and finally conquered her. 
The Neoplatonists themselves described the ecclesiastical theo- 
logians as intruders who appropriated Greek philosophy, but 
mixed it with foreign fables. Hence Porphyry said of Origen 
(in Euseb., H. E. VI. 19): "The outer life of Origen was that 
of a Christian and opposed to the law; but, in regard to his 
views of things and of the Deity, he thought like the Greeks, 
inasmuch as he introduced their ideas into the myths of other 
peoples." This judgment of Porphyry is at any rate more 
just and appropriate than that of the Church theologians about 
Greek philosophy, that it had stolen all its really valuable 
doctrines from the ancient sacred writings of the Christians. 
It is, above all, important that the affinity of the two sides 
was noted. So far, then, as both ecclesiastical dogmatic and 
Neoplatonism start from the feeling of the need of redemption, 
so far as both desire to free the soul from the sensuous, so 
far as they recognise the inability of man to attain to bless- 
edness and a certain knowledge of the truth without divine 
help and without a revelation, they are fundamentally related. 
It must no doubt be admitted that Christianity itself was already 
profoundly affected by the influence of Hellenism when it began 
to outline a theology; but this influence must be traced back 
less to philosophy than to the collective culture, and to all 
the conditions under which the spiritual life was enacted. When 
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Neoplatonism arose ecclesiastical Christianity already possessed 
the fundamental features of its theology, that is, it had developed 
these, not by accident, contemporaneously and independent of 
Neoplatonism. Only by identifying itself with the whole his- 
tory of Greek philosophy, or claiming to be the restoration of 
pure Platonism, was Neoplatonism able to maintain that it had 
been robbed by the church theology of Alexandria. But that 
was an illusion. Ecclesiastical theology appears, though our 
sources here are unfortunately very meagre, to have learned 
but little from Neoplatonism even in the third century, partly 
because the latter itself had not yet developed into the form 
in which the dogmatic of the church could assume its doctrines, 
partly because ecclesiastical theology had first to succeed in 
its own region, to fight for its own position and to conquer 
older notions intolerable to it. Origen was quite as independent 
a thinker as Plotinus; but both drew from the same tradition. 
On the other hand, the influence of Neoplatonism on the Oriental 
theologians was very great from the fourth century. The more 
the Church expressed its peculiar ideas in doctrines which, 
though worked out by means of philosophy, were yet unaccep- 
table to Neoplatonism (the christological doctrines), the more 
readily did theologians in all other questions resign themselves 
to the influence of the latter system. The doctrines of the 
incarnation, of the resurrection of the body, and of the creation 
of the world, in time formed the boundary lines between the 
dogmatic of the Church and Neoplatonism; in all else eccle- 
siastical theologians and Neoplatonists approximated so closely 
that many among them were completely at one. Nay, there 
were Christian men, such as Synesius, for example, who in 
certain circumstances were not found fault with for giving a 
speculative interpretation of the specifically Christian doctrines. 
If in any writing the doctrines just named are not referred to, 
it is often doubtful whether it was composed by a Christian 
or a Neoplatonist. Above all, the ethical rules, the precepts 
of the right life, that is, asceticism, were always similar. Here 
Neoplatonism in the end celebrated its greatest triumph. It 
introduced into the church its entire mysticism, its mystic exer- 
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cises, and even the magical ceremonies, as expounded by lam- 
blichus. The writings of the pseudo-Dionysius contain a Gnosis 
in which, by means of the doctrines of lamblichus and doctrines 
like those of Proclus, the dogmatic of the church is changed 
into a scholastic mysticism with directions for practical life and 
worship. As the writings of this pseudo-Dionysius were regarded 
as those of Dionysius the disciple of the Apostle, the scholastic 
mysticism which they taught was regarded as apostolic, almost as 
a divine science. The importance which these writings obtained 
first in the East, then from the ninth or the twelfth century 
also in the West, cannot be too highly estimated. It is impos- 
sible to explain them here. This much only may be said, that the 
mystical and pietistic devotion of to-day, even in the Protestant 
Church, draws its nourishment from writings whose connection 
with those of the pseudo-Areopagitic can still be traced through 
its various intermediate stages. 

In antiquity itself Neoplatonism influenced with special di- 
rectness one Western theologian, and that the most important, 
viz., Augustine. By the aid of this system Augustine was freed 
from Manichseism, though not completely, as well as from scep- 
ticism. In the seventh Book of his confessions he has acknow- 
ledged his indebtedness to the reading of Neoplatonic writings. 
In the most essential doctrines, viz., those about God, matter, 
the relation of God to the world, freedom and evil, Augustine 
always remained dependent on Neoplatonism; but at the same 
time, of all theologians in antiquity he is the one who saw 
most clearly and shewed most plainly wherein Christianity and 
Neoplatonism are distinguished. The best that has been written 
by a Father of the Church on this subject, is contained in 
Chapters 9-21 of the seventh Book of his confessions. 

The question why Neoplatonism was defeated in the conflict 
with Christianity, has not as yet been satisfactorily answered 
by historians. Usually the question is wrongly stated. The 
point here is not about a Christianity arbitrarily fashioned, 
but only about Catholic Christianity and Catholic theology. This 
conquered Neoplatonism after it had assimilated nearly every- 
thing it possessed. Further, we must note the place where the 
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victory was gained. The battle-field was the empire of Con- 
stantine, Theodosius and Justinian. Only when we have con- 
sidered these and all other conditions, are we entitled to enquire 
in what degree the specific doctrines of Christianity contributed 
to the victory, and what share the organisation of the church 
had in it. Undoubtedly, however, we must always give the 
chief prominence to the fact, that the Catholic dogmatic excluded 
polytheism in principle, and at the same time found a means 
by which it could represent the faith of the 'cultured mediated 
by science as identical with the faith of the multitude resting 
on authority. 

In the theology and philosophy of the middle ages, mysticism 
was the strong opponent of rationalistic dogmatism; and, in 
fact, Flatonism and Neoplatonism were the sources from which 
in the age of the Renaissance and in the following two cen- 
turies, empiric science developed itself in opposition to the 
rationalistic dogmatism which disregarded experience. Magic, 
astrology, alchemy, all of which were closely connected with 
Neoplatonism, gave an effective impulse to the observation of 
nature and, consequently, to natural science, and finally pre- 
vailed over formal and barren rationalism. Consequently, in 
the history of science, Neoplatonism has attained a significance 
and performed services of which men like lamblichus and 
Proclus never ventured to dream. In point of fact, actual 
history is often more wonderful and capricious than legends 
and fables. 

Literature, — The best and fullest account of Neoplatonism, 
to which I have been much indebted in preparing this sketch, 
is Zeller's, Die Philosophie der Griechen, III. Theil, 2 Abthei- 
lung (3 Auflage, 188 1) pp. 419-865. Cf. also Hegel, Gesch. d. 
Philos. III. 3fr. Ritter, IV, pp. 571-728; Ritter et Preller, 
Hist. phil. graec. et rom. §. 5 3 1 ff. The Histories of Philosophy 
by Schwegler, Brandis, Brucker, Thilo, Striimpell, Ueberweg 
(the most complete survey of the literature is found here), 
Erdmann, Cousin, Prantl, Lewes. Further: Vacherot, Hist, de 
Tecole d' Alexandria, 1846, 185 1. Simon, Hist, de T^cole 
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d'Alexandria, 1845. Steinhart, articles " Neuplatonismus ", 
"Plotin", " Porphyrius ", "Proklus" in Pauly, Realencyclop. 
des klass. Alterthums. Wagenmann, article " Neuplatonismus " 
in Herzog, Realencyklopadie f. protest. Theol. T. X. (2 Aufl.) 
pp. 5 19-529. Heinze, Lehre vom Logos, 1872, p. 298 f. Richter, 
Neuplatonische Studien, 4 Hefte. 

Heigl, Der Bericht des Porphyrios iiber Origenes, 1835. 
Redepenning, Origenes I, p. 421 f. Dehaut, Essai historique 
sur la vie et la doctrine d'Ammonius Saccas, 1836. Kirchner, 
Die Philosophie des Plotin, 1854. (For the biography of Plo- 
tinus, cf. Porphyry, Eunapius, Suidas; the latter also in par- 
ticular for the later Neoplatonists). Steinhart, De dialectica 
Plotini ratione, 1829, and Meletemata Plotiniana, 1840. Neander, 
Ueber die welthistorische Bedeutung des 9ten Buchs in der 2ten 
Enneadedes Plotinos, in the Abhandl. der Berliner Akademie, 1843. 
p. 299 f. Valentiner, Plotin u. s. Enneaden, in the Theol. Stud. u. 
Kritiken, 1864. H. i. On Porphyrins, see Fabricius, Bibl. gr. 
V. p. 725 f. Wolff, Porph. de philosophia ex oraculis hau- 
rienda librorum reliquiae, 1856. Miiller, Fragmenta hist. gr. 
III. 688 f. Mai, Ep. ad Marcellam, 18 16. Bernays, Theophrast. 
1 866. Wagenmann, Jahrbiicher fiir Deutsche Theol. Th. XXIII 
(1878) p. 269 f. Richter, Zeitschr. f. Philos. Th. LII. (1867) p. 
30 f. Hebenstreit, de lamblichi doctrina, 1764. Harless, Das 
Buch von den agyptischen Mysterien, 1858. Meiners, Com- 
ment. Societ. Gotting IV. p. 50 f. On Julian, see the catalogue 
of the rich literature in the Realencyklop. f. prot. Theol. Th. 
VII. (2 Aufl.) p. 287, and Neumann, Juliani libr. c. Christ, 
quae supersunt, 1880. Hoche, Hypatia, in " Philologus " Th. XV. 
(i860) p. 435 f. Bach, De Syriano philosopho, 1862. On Pro- 
clus, see the Biography of Marinus and Freudenthal in " Hermes " 
Th. XVI. p. 214 f. On Boethius, cf. Nitzsch, Das System des 
Boethius, i860. Usener, Anecdoton Holderi, 1877. 

On the relation of Neoplatonism to Christianity and its sig- 
nificance in the history of the world, cf. the Church Histories 
of Mosheim, Gieseler, Neander, Baur; also the Histories of 
Dogma by Baur and Nitzsch. Also LofHer, Der Platonismus 
der Kirchenvater, 1782. Huber, Die Philosophie der Kirchen- 
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vater, 1859. Tzschirner, Fall des Heidenthums, 1829. Burck- 
hardty Die Zeit Constantin's des Grossen, p. 155 f. Chastel, 
Hist, de la destruction du Paganisme dans Tempire d'Orient, 
1850. Beugnot, Hist, de la destruction du Paganisme en Occi- 
dent, 1835. E. V. Lasaulx, Der Untergang des Hellenismus, 
1854. Bigg, The Christian Platonists of Alexandria 1886. 
R^ville, La religion k Rome sous les S^v^res, 1886. Vogt, 
Neuplatonismus und Christenthum, 1836. UUmann, Einfluss 
des Christenthums auf Porphyrius, in Stud, und Krit., 1832. On 
the relation of Neoplatonism to Monasticism, cf. Keim, Aus dem 
Urchristenthum, 1878, p. 204 f. Carl Schmidt, Gnostische Schrif- 
ten in Koptischer Sprache, 1892 (Texte u. Unters. VIIL i. 2). 
See, further, the Monographs on Origen, the later Alexandrians, 
the three Cappadocians, Theodoret, Synesius, Marius Victorinus, 
Augustine, Pseudo-Dionysius, Maximus, Scotus Erigena and 
the Mediaeval Mystics. Special prominence is due to: Jahn, 
Basilius Plotinizans, 1838. Dorner, Augustinus, 1875. Bestmann, 
Qua ratione Augustinus notiones philos. Grsecae adhibuerit, 1877. 
Loesche, Augustinus Plotinizans, 1881. Volkmann, Synesios, 
1869. On the after effects of Neoplatonism on Christian Dog- 
matic, see Ritschl, Theologie und Metaphysik. 2 Aufl. 1887. 
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